alt.support.girl-lovers                         7th October 2000
----------------------------------------------------------------
                                 Last:  30th September 2000  (1)


          ,,,,,
        /)))))))\
       ((((((((((\
      ((_  _  )))))
      ))e) e ((((((
     (((<     ))))))
        \~     .-'-.
         '--.(                          88
                                        88
 ,adPPYYba,   ,adPPYba,    ,adPPYb,d8   88
 ""     'Y8   I8[    ""   a8"    'Y88   88
 ,adPPPPP88   '"Y8ba,     8b       88   88
 88,    ,88   aa    ]8I   "8a,   ,d88   88
 'YYYYbbd8"   '"YbbdP"'    '"YbbdP"Y8   88
                           aa,    ,88
                            "Y8bbdP



  [ Press-Cuttings Digest ]



* UK: _Abuse-slur headmaster in High Court bid_
* UK: _Suspension is not always apt in child inquiries_
* Germany: _German Police Launch Internet Child Porn Probe_
* Japan: _Survey indicates children more sexually active_
* India: _Indian Challenge To Net Porn Links_
* USA: _Principal embraces no-hug policy_
* USA: _Government sites disregard children's privacy law_
* USA: _Colorado prison chief defies Supreme Court ruling_
* USA: _House Passes Child Porn Surveillance Bill_
* USA: _Senate Judiciary Passes Watered-Down Cyber Crime Bill_
* USA: _Carnivore does more than previously thought_
* USA: _Maine Court Upholds Porn Law_
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UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

September 28th 2000

_Abuse-slur headmaster in High Court bid_

A former primary school headteacher yesterday launched a
High Court battle against Warwickshire police over claims
the force ruined his career by releasing details of
unfounded allegations that he abused children.

The teacher, who cannot be named for legal reasons and is
referred to as Mr A, was rejected for a post as head of a
Warwickshire primary school.  He claimed this was because
police told the education authority he had been the subject
of two investigations for child abuse, even though he had
never been charged with any offence.

The teacher, who is gay, also blamed Gloucestershire police,
which he said had passed on information about the
allegations to colleagues in Warwickshire.

Mr Gerard Clarke, representing Mr A at the hearing in
London, argued the disclosure was contrary to the 1984 and
1998 Data Protection Acts, and that Mr A was entitled to
damages for distress and breach of confidence.

Last December, the authority decided not to employ him,
ostensibly because of minor irregularities in his
application.  But Mr A believed the real reason was the
disclosures made by the police.  Mr Clarke told the court
none of the material suggesting Mr A might pose a risk to
children outweighed his right to privacy under the European
Convention on Human Rights, and that he should be regarded
as innocent until proven guilty.

Mr Clarke called for an injunction to stop the police ever
again disclosing the information because it failed to
indicate "a pressing need" to be released in order to
protect children.

Mr Nigel Giffin, appearing for the Warwickshire police,
argued that the force had been entitled to pass on the
information to the local education authority.  It was for
the authority to evaluate it and decide what action to take.

Mr Justice Turner, said he would give judgement later.

-----------------------------------------------------------





UK: legal ruling:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 3 2000

_Suspension is not always apt in child inquiries_


_COURT OF APPEAL ruling_

in: Gogay v Hertfordshire County Council

Before Lord Justice Peter Gibson, Lord Justice May and Lady
Justice Hale

Judgement July 26, 2000

Where a local authority decided to make inquiries, whether
or not characterised as an investigation under section 47 of
the Children Act 1989, regarding possible risk of harm to a
child in residential care, it did not follow that a staff
member should be suspended simply because those inquiries
were taking place.  There was always a separate decision to
be taken about the implications for staff.

Where the authority as employer had taken the decision to
make such inquiries and had informed an employee in a letter
that she was suspended and that she was accused of sex
abuse, an allegation calculated seriously to damage the
relationship between employer and employee, and there was no
reasonable and proper cause to do that, the authority's
conduct amounted to a breach of an implied term of
confidence and trust in the employment contract.  The
employee was entitled to claim compensation for depressive
illness caused by that breach.

The Court of Appeal so stated when dismissing the appeal of
Hertfordshire County Council and allowing the cross-appeal
of Julie Gogay against a decision of Judge O'Brien sitting
in Cambridgeshire County Court on March 20, 1999 allowing
her claim for damages and loss of earnings for personal
injury caused by breach of her contract of employment for
which, on July 9, 1999, the judge awarded 26,073 damages,
including an award to pay for private psychotherapy to
enable her to return to work within six months.

The claimant worked as a care assistant in a small
children's home.  Following comments by a child which might
have been construed as allegations of sexual abuse, the
local authority resolved at a strategy meeting to undertake
an investigation under section 47 of the 1989 Act and
immediately suspended the claimant, informing her that "the
issue to be investigated was an allegation of sexual abuse
made by a young person in the authority's care".  The
investigation found no case.

Solicitors: Mr William Church, Hertford; Lee Davies & Co,
Harlow.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Germany:
---------------------------------------------------------

_German Police Launch Internet Child Porn Probe_

29th September 2000

BERLIN - German police and prosecutors have launched a
national investigation around an Internet child pornography
sting that is expected to lead to hundreds of criminal
cases, the Federal Crime Office said Friday.

A spokesman for the national crime office in Wiesbaden told
Reuters some 500,000 hits had been registered on a private
AOL home page containing illegal content.  Police had been
monitoring the site since June and it has now been shut
down.

The Internet service provider America Online (AOL)
Deutschland said it had provided the authorities with 10,000
IP addresses of computers used to visit the site.

The crime office spokesman that said while it was not a
criminal offense to click on a site containing child
pornography, it was illegal to store such material on a
computer.

The spokesman said the investigation would probably produce
up to a thousand criminal proceedings.  Some 258 cases have
already been initiated in the western state of North
Rhine-Westphalia alone, justice officials there said.

Authorities in the eastern state of Saxony Anhalt meanwhile
said police had searched 20 private apartments and business
premises of 13 suspects there and seized 20 computers along
with thousands of discs and videos.

---------------------------------------------------------




Japan:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Survey indicates children more sexually active_

One in every three third-year high school students has had
sex, and comics and videotapes are the main sources of
information on sex for teenagers, according to a survey
conducted by the Japanese Association for Sex Education
(JASE).

JASE has been conducting the survey, the largest of its
kind, since 1974 to examine the sexual behavior of children
and how they obtain information about sex.  "We cannot
simply tell teenagers not to have sex just because they are
minors," said Yuki Tanomura, a JASE director.

The latest survey, the association's fifth, was conducted
from November last year to January this year and covered
about 5,500 children from 58 middle and high schools and
universities across the nation.

The percentage of sexually active teenagers has been
increasing steadily over the past 25 years.

The survey indicated a significant increase in the
percentage of high school boys who claim to be sexually
active: 26.5 percent of all high school boys and 38.9
percent of third-year high school boys said they had had
sex, up 12.1 percentage points and 15 percentage points,
respectively, from the previous survey conducted in 1993.

Meanwhile, the percentage of sexually active high school
girls is lower than their male counterparts: 23.7 percent of
all high school girls and 32.9 percent of third-year high
school girls said they had had sex, up eight percentage
points and 8.2 percentage points, respectively, from the
previous survey.

Of all respondents, 51.5 percent of boys and 47.6 of girls
said they always used contraception during sex.  Condoms
were the most popular means of contraception.

According to the survey, comics and videotapes were presumed
to be used as sources of information on contraception.

The proportion of sexually active teens was particularly
high among owners of cellular phones and motorcycles and
those who had part-time jobs, the survey found.

---------------------------------------------------------




India:
---------------------------------------------------------

2nd October 2000

_Indian Challenge To Net Porn Links_

Attorney Rohas Nagpal claims that Rediff.com, a premier
Indian site listed on the Nasdaq, can be punished under
section 292 of the Indian Penal Code because its search
engine give hyperlinks to pornographic sites.

That matter is before a judicial magistrate in Pune, a city
250 kilometers from Mumbai.  The magistrate, S. Bhosale, is
waiting for a report from the local police who have been
interviewing relevant technical experts from organizations
such as the Center for Development of Advanced Computing to
understand the case's nuances that relate to pornography on
the Indian Net.

Based on their report, Bhosale will set the stage for
further legal proceedings.  His subsequent ruling, which is
expected by the end of October, can be contested in a higher
court if the concerned parties decide to do so.

While Rediff has neither authored nor created the
pornographic sites it provides links to, the legal question
is whether Rediff should be required to block access to
links which might or might not lead to pornography.

This is technically impractical, says Rediff's Zaki Ansair,
editor of directory and special technology projects.  He
maintains that selective blocking of access is not in the
character of a search engine.  A search of the word "sex" on
the Rediff.com search-engine yields 2,764,667 sites.

Since information on the Web is fragmented after the user
sends it, and travels as packets that re-assemble at the
destination, the nature of these packets cannot be
identified at any national borders. In the USA, the courts
have ruled that directory publishers enjoy free-speech
rights under the First Amendment.

---------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

2nd October 2000

_Principal embraces no-hug policy_

EULESS, Texas - Euless Junior High School has punished two
girls for hugging each other in the hallway - something the
students say should be allowed and that lots of girls do.

Principal David Robbins says such physical contact is
"inappropriate" in school because it could lead to "other
things".

Mr. Robbins, while not naming the students, described hugs
as a "sexual encounter" because a hug would necessarily mean
that the girls "were fronted up, body to body."

   [ Note: you can almost hear him drooling... :) ]

The eighth-graders who were punished for hugging, Le'Von
Daugherty, 15, and Heather Culps, 14, were given detention
slips Aug. 30 after a teacher saw them hugging in front of
Le'Von's locker.  On Sept. 15, Le'Von was sent to the
principal's office after she was seen hugging Heather again
in front of her locker.  The first hug was for good luck
before a test, and the second hug was to comfort an upset
Le'Von, the girls said.

"I don't think I should be punished for hugging my friend.
That's ridiculous.  We shouldn't be punished for making each
other feel good," Le'Von said.

Heather outraged the Principal further by saying she often
hugs teachers at Euless Junior High School, and said she
cannot understand how it is appropriate to hug them but not
her friends.

Le'Von said she is writing a letter and plans to raise the
issue with the Hurst-Euless-Bedford school board.

Hugging is not listed as an offense in the H-E-B 2000-2001
Student Code of Conduct. Mr. Robbins said he stands by his
self-made rule that no students should hug in his school.

But hugging could be considered under the vague charge of
"exhibiting inappropriate familiarity," considered a Level 1
misbehavior in the H-E-B code, said Dianne Byrnes, district
director of education programs.

Le'Von's mother, Margaret Daugherty, said she supports her
daughter's stance and considers Heather part of the family -
and hugs her, too.

"If a boy and a girl can walk down the hall holding hands
and not get into trouble, then they shouldn't get into
trouble for giving a small hug.  I can't see any harm in
it," Margaret Daugherty said.  "When I was going to school,
I had sisters there, and we would hug.  What about family
members?  Can they hug?"

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Government sites disregard children's privacy law_

6th October 2000

Contrary to a federal directive, some government Web sites
- including the one operated by the White House - are not
adhering to a law that requires companies to obtain parental
consent before soliciting personal information from
children.

The White House Web site [http://www.whitehouse.gov/]
invites children to submit personal information, such as
their name, address and age along with email messages to the
president and first family.

Sites operated by the Environmental Protection Agency and
NASA also collect personal information from children who
submit art work to be posted on the site.  Both agencies
show the child's name, age and hometown along with posted
drawings.

Federal law that took effect earlier this year requires
private sector Web sites to protect the privacy of children.
The law does not apply to government sites, but the Office
of Management and Budget recently ordered federal agencies
to comply with the statute.  Businesses have had to remove
seemingly harmless content to comply with the law.

The Federal Trade Commission is readying a crackdown on
commercial sites that allegedly fail to comply with the
law, even though key parts of COPPA have been ruled
unconstitutional.

The law provides for stiff penalties, including a fine of
$11,000 per violation, or for every child whose data is
collected without a parent's prior approval.

Lee Peeler, the FTC's associate director for advertising
practices, said the commission will start its formal sweep
of alleged noncomplying businesses within the next two
months and confirmed that federal sites won't be on the
list. COPPA requires the commission to provide a report to
Congress on compliance and to identify law enforcement
targets.

Compliance can be a costly proposition -- each Web site that
seeks to comply with COPPA must shell out between $75,000 to
$115,000 in legal work, manpower and new systems to take in
parental consent forms. The cost has put many children's
sites out of business.

Larger companies such as America Online Inc. have largely
avoided that process because it assumes new members are 18
or older because a credit card is used to open an account
- a built-in assumption of parental consent.

--

For the background to COPPA and latest developments, see
[http://www.epic.org/] the website of the Electronic
Privacy Information Center (Epic).

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

October 1, 2000

_Colorado prison chief defies Supreme Court ruling_

Colorado's prisons chief Saturday called off the planned
release of more than 100 imprisoned sex offenders.

The halt came after Attorney General Ken Salazar pitched
a delaying tactic by claiming he wants time to appeal a
Colorado Supreme Court ruling.

Acting on the Sept. 18 ruling, Department of Corrections
chief John Suthers ordered 170 sex offenders released from
parole last week; 112 were set to be freed from prison this
week.

Salazar said his appeal of the Supreme Court ruling will be
an uphill battle because all seven justices voted for it.
"The chances of us getting the Supreme Court to ultimately
reverse itself, we know, is not a high probability," Salazar
admitted.

Peter Weir, executive director of the Colorado District
Attorneys Council, said there was a serious question whether
legislators could do anything in this case because the U.S.
and Colorado Constitutions clearly bar imposing additional
punishment after the fact.

In reviewing a 1993 case of a child molester in Denver, the
Supreme Court decided that legislators had enacted
conflicting laws on the sentencing of offenders.

As a result, the court said, offenders who committed their
crimes between July 1, 1993, and July 1, 1996, can be
paroled for no longer than the unserved portions of their
original prison sentences, or five years, whichever is less.
That meant that nearly 300 sex offenders were wrongly on
parole or behind bars for parole violations.

In recent years, new laws mean sex offenders are now sentenced
to indeterminate prison terms and can be paroled only if
they are deemed to have made progress in therapy programs.
Even when they're out on parole, they get lifetime supervision.

Sen. Ed Perlmutter, D-Jefferson County, issued a call for a
full legislative review of Colorado's sex offender and parole
laws, saying "we're far too harsh on the low end where a
13-year-old boy can be charged with third-degree sex assault
for snapping a girl's bra and be placed on the sex offenders
list for the rest of his life."

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

10/04/00

_House Passes Child Porn Surveillance Bill_

4th October 2000

The House of Representatives Tuesday passed Rep.  Bill
McCollum's, R-Fla., H.R. 3484 - the Child Sex Crimes
Wiretapping Act - by a voice vote, after it was placed on
the suspension calendar.  Bills up for suspension votes
typically pass with a minimum of controversy, but if a
roll-call vote is called for, two-thirds of the House must
approve the legislation, rather than the normal simple
majority required for other bills.

The Bill expands the number of pretexts under which police
can seek to wiretap a suspect.  Rep. Bobby Scott, D-Va.,
argued against the bill, said the list of wiretap pretexts
is already too long, and that H.R. 3484 would constitute an
invasion of privacy - especially the provision allowing
tapping of phone conversations.

"The limited approach to authorizing wiretap authority was
appropriate, because what we are talking about is permitting
law enforcement officials to engage in the unseemly acts of
secretly eavesdropping on our phone conversations,
conversations which include primarily private content, most
of which will have nothing to do with criminal activity,"
Scott said. "Unfortunately, since 1968, the act has been
amended over a dozen times and now includes over 50
predicate crimes for which wiretap may be obtained."

Scott added that "sexual exploitation of children" is
already considered a valid wiretap predicate, making the
legislation unnecessary. Scott's suggested an example of an
18-year-old DC resident traveling to Northern Virginia to
make love with his 17-year-old girlfriend.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

10/05/00

_Senate Judiciary Passes Watered-Down Cyber Crime Bill_

5th October 2000

The Senate Judiciary Committee today approved a slimmed-down
version of S. 2448, an anti cyber-crime bill that was
stripped of key privacy provisions and language that would
give law enforcement agencies the ability to obtain a single
nationwide court order for any wiretap investigation.

The legislation passed in a 15-1 voice vote as a substitute
amendment offered by committee Chairman Orrin Hatch, R-Utah,
and Sen. Patrick Leahy, D-Vt., the committee's ranking
Democrat. As amended, S. 2448 would authorize $5 million to
establish a deputy assistant attorney general to oversee the
Justice Department's Computer Crime and Intellectual
Property section.

The bill also would give the DOJ $20 million to create 10
regional computer forensic labs that would provide
education, training, and forensic capabilities to state and
local law enforcement charged with investigating computer
crimes. The bill also eliminates the six-month mandatory
minimum sentence for misdemeanor and felony computer crimes.

But the substitute amendment is perhaps more notable for
what it leaves out. Under the original bill, local, state
and federal law enforcement would be given the authority to
obtain a single, nationwide wiretap to track computer
criminals operating or committing crimes across several
states or time zones.

Hatch said that, in the interests of passing some form of
cyber crime legislation before the election, he was willing
to forego some of the bill's more contentious measures -
such as the nationwide trap and trace order - until next
session.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA: privacy
---------------------------------------------------------

_Carnivore does more than previously thought_

5th October 2000

Heavily censored FBI documents
[http://www.epic.org/privacy/carnivore/foia_documents.html]
obtained by US watchdog outfit the Electronic Privacy
Information Centre (EPIC), under a Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) lawsuit, indicate that the FBI's electronic snoop
known as Carnivore might be able to monitor a good deal more
than just e-mail traffic.

Among the capabilities that peek out from behind all the
indelible black swaths in the documents is an ability to
reconstruct an entire Web page as viewed by a subject.  A
planned, updated version may even be able to capture
voice-over-Web communications.  Presently the system can
capture and record all packet traffic to and from a selected
IP, while monitoring a subject's on-line activity.

[http://www.epic.org/privacy/carnivore/foia_documents.html]

---------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

7th October 2000

_Maine Court Upholds Porn Law_

Maine's highest court Friday upheld the convictions of two
Portland men who were ordered to serve 10 years apiece in
prison for dealing child pornography on the Internet.

The Supreme Judicial Court rejected arguments that the law
under which Michael W[.], 24, and Dale M[.], 35, were
indicted was unconstitutionally vague.

W[.] and M[.] were sentenced in February after entering
conditional pleas of guilty to trading indecent images.

In denying a motion to dismiss the indictments, a judge had
rejected defense arguments that the images did not qualify
as pornography because the state law in effect at the time
failed to specifically mention computers.

The supreme court noted that the law, which was later
amended, listed "mechanically reproduced visual material"
along with books, magazines, videotapes and other means of
disseminating pornography.

"There is no doubt that defendants' computer is a machine
and that its files contained 'mechanically reproduced visual
material' even though the material was not visible to the
naked eye unless printed or displayed on a computer screen,"
Chief Justice Daniel Wathen wrote in the court's unanimous
opinion.

The two defendants eventually pleaded guilty to 12 counts of
disseminating pornography.  Each received three consecutive
five-year sentences with all but 10 years suspended, plus
four years probation.

---------------------------------------------------------




Science:
---------------------------------------------------------

September 2000

_Why do youngsters keep getting bigger?_

[...] Teenagers are getting much, much taller, with an
average increase in height of three inches in the past 40
years.

[...] Records from Scandinavia show that in the 1830s most
girls reached menarche [puberty] at the age of 17, whereas
nowadays it is around 13.  Boys have had a similarly
shortened childhood.

---------------------------------------------------------




Academic papers:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Sexual Privacy for Paedophiles and Children_

Paper delivered by Tom O'Carroll to the Symposium on
Sexual Privacy at the annual meeting of the International
Academy of Sex Research, Paris, June 2000.

http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/Library/sexual_privacy.htm
http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/Library/background_paper.htm

--

Alabama Law Review, (51, 2, Winter 2000)
'Images of Innocence or Guilt?: The Status of Laws
Regulating Child Pornography on the Federal Level
and in Alabama and an Evaluation of the Case Against
Barnes & Noble'.

Full text: http://www.law.ua.edu/lawreview/cash512.htm

---------------------------------------------------------




Journal note:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Underexposed Century_

 _Index on Censorship celebrates 100 years of banned photos._

Index on Censorship's latest issue, "Underexposed", collates
banned, censored and distorted images the world wasn't
supposed to see.

Many of the original pictures reproduced in the book are
rubber stamped "not to be reproduced" or "destroy this
negative" as the century's censors set about their business.

There are innocent photos of naked children, [...]

A very different nakedness comes from the United States,
where photographer Sally Mann and her daughters are pictured
brazenly peeing in the wilds. 'The Three Graces' sees the
trio standing tall with hands clasped, hair flowing and
urine splashing.  [...]

A London picture, taken in 1926, captures the carefree sort
of nudity allowed when boys undress and dive headlong into a
park lake to escape the heatwave.  The joy was short-lived.
"The next photo in the sequence shows them pursued naked
through the streets by a female policeman brandishing her
birch," said the book.  [...]

---------------------------------------------------------




Book notes:
---------------------------------------------------------

_"Pure"_. Rebbecca Ray. Grove Press. 400 pages. Published
September 2000 in USA.

Ray's 100,000-selling first novel, which appeared in 1998 in
Britain, is called "A Certain Age".  In the U.S. will be
called "Pure."

Ray was 16 when she wrote the raw confessional of a painful,
funny phase of growing up.  It begins with the words "I was
thirteen when I started letting boys feel me up" and ends up
with its 14-year-old narrator losing her virginity to a
27-year-old radio salesman.

--

October 2000

_The Pornographer's Poem_ by Micheal Turner (Sceptre, UK).

"Experienced Vancouver novelist Turner subverts the magic
sales formula of underage sex with uncanny, artful,
sensitivity.  The young boy narrator is taught film-making
by a renegade teacher, in the aftermath of the expulsion of
an alleged paedophile teacher from the local school.  He
then turns director of super-8 porn, aided by the razor
sharp intellect of the girl next door.  Streets ahead of any
grown-up drool-fest about transgressive kiddie fumblings."

--

A reader writes: "I have not seen this, but a review of it
came up in a search for key word 'pedophilia'.  The page
was unreachable at the time":

_The new Cavafy: Unfinished poems, 1918-1932_

"Constantine Cavafy left behind a large number of unfinished
poems when he died in 1933.  Bowersock discusses these newly
discovered poems..."

---------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone, I hope you're all doing OK.  Missed the post
last week as there was a distraction when I was intending to
finish writing up and sending my post.  I wasn't annoyed,
though, as it was a _delightful_ distraction.  More on that
later...

--

First off, I'd just like to say that I though your "Part
III" was great.  Lisa certainly sounds like a very special
girl.  Can't wait for Part IV!  When were Parts I and II
posted?  I must just say, it's typical you saying about it
being good to be a GL from the 60s through to the early 80s
- I was only born in the early eighties!  I manage to miss
_all_ the good stuff...

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Forced to accept work
>at a mind-numbingly boring job!

Sounds _very_ familiar!  For about a month now I've been
taking crap out of one box and putting it into a _slightly
different_ box.  Really fun.  Worst thing is, these are all
free samples too!  It's not like people are even _paying_
for my hard work.  One little ironic thing, though
(actually, don't think irony is the right word, but don't
care either) One of the things I have been packing is free
samples of cosmetics to be sent out to pre-pubescent
French girls.  Just think how many first kisses I could be
indirectly connected with...

>Like a mascot or an unofficial mute 'celebrity'
>spokes-model?

Yup, just like that.

>And let me be the first to pen the term "geni!"(C)
>Read out loud as Jenny)

"Geni" is my favourite of the bunch, I think.  (If it's OK
to use it without applying for use of copyright!)  Anyone
heard the De La Soul album _Three Feet High and Rising_?
There's a song on that called "Jenny" about a
serially-seducing schoolgirl.  How appropriate (and they use
the word "Jenny" in the same manner as "geni").

Oh, and as for the "sound of lgs peeing" conversation, I
played a vampire in a stage play a couple of years back.
For this I had to wear special fangs - not like those cheap
joke shop ones you get, as you can't talk with them in -
the ones I wore were just the two fangs themselves,
which had to be held in place with frequent applications of
dental adhesive.  Well, to cut a long story short, the
closest place to the stage with a mirror was the girls
toilets.  You wouldn't _believe_ how many times I had to
check my fangs weren't falling out!  ;-)

--

Lots of incest talk recently.  I'm not quite sure where I
stand on this one.  My gut reaction is against it - I don't
know why, but probably conditioning.  I'd say it's about the
biggest sexual taboos we have, and I'm not sure why.  I
mean, I've not got a problem with anyone getting into an
incestuous relationship, but I can't see myself doing it.
Just _something_ puts me off.  I won't deny that I've
fantasised about my sister at times, but I don't think I
could fulfil those fantasies.  At my mum's wedding, I was
accused by my mum of putting the moves on my 13 year old
cousin after a drink or two too many.  (Well, accused is too
strong a word, it wasn't an accusation, she just took me
aside and suggested that I was getting a little too
"familiar".)  That wasn't actually right - I didn't find her
attractive, so wouldn't have done anything, though I suppose
I was flirting a bit.

Funnily, one of the things I remember my mum saying was
"It's a shame she's your cousin."  So presumably that means
she didn't mind me flirting with an underage girl.

I've got a few words for Oskar, too.  Basically, the way I
see it, you've done nothing wrong.  From what you've
written, your sister was the initiator.  I suppose the
"sensible" (ah, don't you just love being "sensible") thing
to do would be to have refused to touch her.  But I don't
see why you should have to do that.  This goes back to what
I harped on about ages ago - that doing the socially
acceptable thing isn't really responsible, IMHO, but rather
it is a way of avoiding responsibility.  You took
responsibility, and didn't do anything your sister didn't
want.  You let her show you what she wanted.  You should
feel no guilt over having touched her.  I doubt that you
have "damaged" her.  The lack of physical contact could just
be that she has "outgrown" you.  Like you said, it could
have been curiosity that drove her rather than desire.  So
now that her curiosity is fulfilled, she is growing into a
woman and so on, she doesn't need your contact.  Or she just
doesn't think that it is "right" any more.  As for her
thoughts about what has happened being corrupted, as far as
I am concerned it's what she thought at the time that is
important.  You should keep the good memories as they were -
if she wants to lose those good memories and turn them to
bad ones, it's a shame, but that's it.  Hope this helps
(well, I'd be satisfied for it not driving you to suicide,
but actually helping would be better!)

--

Right, I just want to round off my "holiday posts" from the
week before last.  In the end, I did end up in France with
my family et al.  I spent several weeks in the company of my
Emma. It was nice, but I did not make any kind of a move on
her in the end.  I think it would have just been really awkward.
She isn't really an lg any more, though I do still find her
attractive.  But there were a couple of reasons.  She and my
sister were almost inseparable, so there was little chance
for me to be alone with her.  Also, at no point did I get
the feeling she was attracted to me at all, so I think
making a move on her would just put me and her into an
uncomfortable position.

Actually, my complete inability to become involved with
girls is _really_ starting to piss me off.  And I'm not just
talking about lgs.  I just can't seem to make myself
approach a girl, and ask her out or anything.  Not even just
to ask out as a friend or anything, because I'd no that it
wasn't just that, and I'd assume they'd know too.  I think
it's probably just the old fear of rejection thing.  But I
just seem to be stuck as a voyeur.  The incident with the
European girl on the boat is a prime example.  The situation
was perfect, but I didn't take it.  Sure, her parents were
there, and I guess that put me off a little.  But it wasn't
just that.  I just _couldn't_ male myself talk to her or
anything.  The night after that, I cried myself to sleep I
was so depressed.  I just sort "That's it.  One of the most
beautiful girls you've ever seen, and now you'll never see
her again."  I get this kind of bizarre optimism/pessimism
thing.  I sort of imagine what the situation could be like,
how great it could be, blh blah blahy.  And then I think
"Hang on a sec, there's absolutely no way she'd ever be
interested in me, so it wouldn't work."  I seem to live my
whole life in fantasy - I prefer it to real life, but I
think it almost stops me from having a life.  I don't know,
I'm just going through a self-loathing stage at the minute.

--

One memorable day from hols.  Another boat trip!  This
time down a canal, rather than the craziness that was the
previous one.  Now, picture the side of the canal.  The
ground is about 6 or 7 feet above the water, all stone down
the side.  There is a long pontoon jetty running parallel
with the side of the canal, at which is anchored our tour
boat, and a couple of smaller boats.  Waiting for the ship's
captain to turn up, we stand about on the jetty.  Two lgs in
sight, one about seven, with her mum and brother down on the
jetty with us.  Come back to her in a minute.  The other is
younger - about 5.  She is still sitting up on the bank of the
canal, a bit further along from where we are.  The bank of
the canal is level with my shoulder.  She sits with her
knees up, whilst wearing a skirt.  Oh yes!  So I make my way
towards the smaller boats, turning my head to her as I pass.
Three feet of air, and thin cotton printed with those
"Forever Friends" bears, are between my face and her little
geni.  ((C) Tsarevitch) Ah, the subtle curves from her
little buttocks up between her thighs.  Bliss.  I then turn
on my heel, and pass her again as I head back to my family.
Checking out the first lg as I do so.  I rejoin my family.
My dad's squeeze, Emma's mum, turns to me and says "Do you
fancy one of the little ones?"  (note: "to fancy someone" is
to have a crush on them - do you use that outside of
England?)  I can scarcely control myself - Has she noticed
me checking out these luscious lgs?  Has she seen the
lechery in my eyes?  Am I going to be subjected to gruelling
interrogation?  Does she _approve_ of my feelings to lgs?
All of these thoughts crash through my mind, but I control
myself enough to say "Wha-what, sorry?"  "Those little
boats" she replies "Do you fancy going out in one of those?"
Close escape.  I was shitting myself for a moment - I
honestly thought I'd been rumbled.  Of course, my confusion
could also be telling - after all, if I didn't think she
meant boats, what was I fancying?  But there were no
suspicions raised.

On the boat I positioned myself in the seat behind the first
lg.  She was blonde, with blue eyes and slightly tanned
skin.  She wore one of those strappy-vest-T-shirt-things
that somebody mentioned about in an earlier post - one that
was a bit too loose for her in the bosom area, so the straps
kept coming adrift.  Now, this was an lg I would have
absolutely no problem in calling sexy.  She was dripping
with sex appeal - I'm not just talking about her being an
attractive girl, but it was the way she moved.  That sort of
fluid, languorous movement.  She would sit with one arm
draped over the back of her bench and her head relaxed
backwards.  Or her shoulder would rub up against the side of
her face, her shoulder blades shifting under her T-shirt.
She draped herself, it was kind of like watching a cat.  It
was fascinating, because these were moves like you'd see in
a "sexy woman", if you know what I mean, and sort of didn't
fit with the fact she was seven.  But then again, it didn't
appear to be unnatural or put on - it was perfectly
naturalistic.  Her brother had the window seat, with her mum
in between the two of them.  At one point she asked to sit
near the window (She was English) but I don't think her
brother wanted to move.  So I got bold, and said "You can
sit next to me if you like".  Unfortunately, she was
obviously more shy than she appeared, and she didn't come
and sit next to me.  That said, I think she wanted to be
next to her mum.  But that was another good thing - her mum
was completely OK with me offering her the seat.  She even
thanked me for the offer.  It was really good she didn't get
paranoid or anything.

--

Couple of films and I'll be through.  The first is Madeline.
It's a kids film, so as a film it's nothing much.  But it
_does_ have a dozen very cute lgs.  Madeline is really nice,
but my dad had something interesting to say about her best
friend.  He said "She looks just like "T" did at that
age" (8/9)  I don't really remember what she looked like at
that age, but I can see similarities.

Second film is "Beautiful Girls".  Sadly it only features
one beautiful girl (all the others are women), but she is
none other than Natalie Portman, so that's plenty!  A good
film that does actually 'tackle' what we'd call girl-love.  A
grown man falls in love with a 13 year old girl, because
she's special.  He claims it's not sexual, but I'm not so
sure from watching the first time he sees her.  This is only
one of many small plots in the film, but definitely worth
it.  Some of the stuff he says could have come straight off
of here, and shows there are people out there who don't
think that we are all sick bastards.  Sadly, he goes back to
his fiancee.  One of his "laddish" friends has a line like
the "grass on the field" line, but more in line with our
tastes.  He says, and I quote, "As long as they can cut
their own food, they're fair game."

--

Ooops, almost forgot to write about my little distraction.
She was six, dark hair, dark eyes, wonderfully gappy teeth,
and wearing a delightful pair of denim shorts (which, for
some reason, were made to look like a wrap-around skirt from
the front) over black tights, and a colored long-sleeved
T-shirt. My mum was asked to look after her for an hour or so.
My mum asked my sister to play with her, and they were making
bracelets.  I sat transfixed watching her thread the beads
into patterns.  (It's a good job that I hadn't read
Arktoi's post about bracelets, or I wouldn't have been
able to contain myself ;-)) I was helping by cutting and
(attempting) to tie the fiddly ends of string - difficult
as I have the manual dexterity of a kipper, but
I was determined to succeed in the quest that my little
princess had set me.  (Believe me, she was a princess - she
had that bossiness that only beautiful little girls can get
away with, because it seems cute.  Anyway, everyone knows
that lgs are all princesses) Then our cat wandered into the
room.  I love cats, and our cat is really friendly, and
likes me.  So I called her over, and started to stroke her.
Of course, my princess was fascinated, and came over to me
and we had fun stroking the p... cat (Writing a sentence
featuring the words "little girl", "stroke" and "pussy"
could lead to all sorts of legal problems, so I'll let you
come up with your own innuendoes). Each times our hands
touched as we played with the cat I felt a little frisson of
pleasure, but luckily she didn't notice the effect she was
having on me.  It was fabulous.  Next she decided to
hypnotise me and my sister.  I played along, of course,
though sadly she didn't give me any orders.  She then went
back to threading beads, and I sat on the other side of the
room reading the paper.  Suddenly I felt two little hands
being pressed into my thighs just past my knee.  More
thrills of pleasure up and down my body.  She pushed herself
up from my knees, then ran back over to my sister, did the
same to her, then came back to me.  This time she left her
hands there longer, and asked me if she thought she was
light or heavy.  I said she was light, and to prove it, I
placed my hands on her little hips and lifted her up in the
air from between my spread knees, then plonked her down on
my knee, where she sat for a minute before running back to
my sister.  As I performed that manoeuvre, her T-shirt rode
up exposing her midriff.  It was beautiful.  Unfortunately I
was soon time for her to go, but it had been great fun.

--

Went with mum for a drink at someone else on the street's
house.  (Mum's getting to know new people) We were guided
by a pretty girl. Really outgoing and confident, she was
chatting away to us with a slight lisp.  (She wath only
jutht nine yearth old, and her thither ith thixth, though
she'th theven thoon, tho she'th about two and a half yearth
younger.  Her words, pretty much.)  Sadly she left about
five minutes after we arrived, as her little sister was
getting a bit tired, and their mum took them home.  She
seemed really nice, though, and I hope to see more of her.
Me and my mum were speaking with her dad after she'd left
(he's a house-husband), and my mum called his daughter
"charming", which I thought said it nicely.  He then said
she was "9 going on 19".  Sounds like my type, all right.
Hopefully I'll have something to keep you posted about!

Well, that's all for now.  Auf wiedersehen, meinen Lieberen
der junger Maedchen.

'Lloyd'
-----------------------------------------------------





'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

I once saw a cartoon from Playboy that showed a girl of
perhaps 12 walking away from the home of a 50-ish year old
man standing on the porch smoking a pipe with a very smug
look on his face.  The girl looks back at him and says "You
call *that* a molestation?"

Do you know where that cartoon is located?  I don't
remember.

'?'
-----------------------------------------------------





'Wish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

'Wish' here, on my new favourite lolita:

I've learned her name is Regan (yes, like the girl from The
Exorcist).  She is ten (I think).  Tall and skinny.  Very
pale white skin and jet black hair.  She kinda has big ears.
Some would say she not all that cute, but I find her
"hauntingly" beautiful.  She has just the tiniest "hints" of
breasts.  (the most sensitive kind).

She's a regular in my store, everyday after school.  The
real reason I like her so much is she's talkative and open
with me.  She's very  "well-spoken" and "polite" for an
American child.  Her parents are from Eastern Europe.  It is
her "mannerisms" as much as her "looks" that attract me to
her - and for a skinny girl she has very nice buttocks!  I
don't think she ever wears panties, her pants are skin tight
with nnnnooo lines!

Anyway... she is a joy just to talk to.  She's me new
favorite!  She always, always, speaks to me with
eye-contact!... I love that.

'Wish'
-----------------------------------------------------





"Quilty" writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

A line in "Green Fruit" by Yul Duested referred to another
book, "Confirmation" by Gianni Segre, which I have just
read.  What a delight.  It's more literary than "Green
Fruit" and while the sex scenes are not as graphically
depicted, it is still a pleasure to read.  The ending looks
like it's headed for disaster but it turns out fine.  It's
about a Frenchman who vacations on the Galician coast of
Spain and seduces two little village girls aged 12.  The
three explore their sexuality on a daily basis and finally
he gets to take them to their confirmation at the cathedral
of Santiago do Campostelo and then on a week-long
"honeymoon" trip with their mothers' blessing.

Duersted implies Segre doesn't know what he's talking about
when he refers to the taste of the girls after giving them
cunnilingus.  According to Duersted girls have no flavor.

--

'Arktoi' wrote:
>JonBenet Ramsey was gorgeous.  I would like to know why the
>police have not caught the culprit who killed her.  Isn't it
>interesting how the media have made a never-ending circus
>out of her murder?  What is really going on there?  Anyone
>have any ideas?

I got pretty caught up in the whole thing, watching all the
news reports & even reading the books that appeared about
the case.  It's pretty clear to me that the ransom note was
written by the mother and no one broke into the house (the
broken basement window was weeks old: there was dust on the
sill and the glass had broken outwards not inwards, and
there were no footprints in the snow outside).  All the
evidence points to the older brother as the killer- he
would allegedly be capable of using a stun gun on his kid
sister and attacking her genitals with blunt objects.  The
crime scene was so contaminated by the time the police got
organised that there was no way to establish anything beyond
a shadow of a doubt.  The parents chose to cover up the crime
rather than further ruin their family.  The media love this
whole circus, of course, as it's a never-ending story.

'Quilty'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Bungle' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

'?' wrote (last posting):
>I am a 55yo man who loves little girls.
>
>Recently, I was at a junior girls sports event, "perving",
>in particular, a 13yo girl named Emma (more of whom in a
>future masturbation fantasy).

Excuse me for saying so, but I think your behaviour is
shading into dangerous territories. Lurking in the
woods, getting into the sort of dangerous exhibitionist
behaviour which is almost certain to attract any
off-duty state policeman who are often to be found at
such events (on the west coast they recently arrested
a large number of "perving" men at a state fair, mainly
for using "hidden cameras") - it's all too sordid and
boundary-pushing, and so I wonder also if you are on the
verge of dehumanising the girls you fantasise about, to
the point of considering enacting your fantasies by
dragging an unwilling girl into "the woods" ?  I guess
we all have sexual fantasies in which we go a little
further than we might in "real life", but I get the
impression that fantasy and real life are blurring for
you ?  Tell me I'm wrong ?

'Bungle'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Candyscaper' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Message posted here 24th September wasn't actually from me -
it was to me from my e-mail pal who accidentally send it to
ASGL-L.  Well, I hope you enjoyed reading it anyway.

Love,

'Candyscaper'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Redbeard' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

To - Oskar

Oskar wrote about his experience with his 11-year-old
sister.  I had a very similar experience, again when she was
11 and I was 12.  Having also read the unabridged diary of
Anne Frank (who was deeply proud of her own body and
described her sexual organ - there is no elegant way to
express this in English! - in detail on 24th March 1944), I
am convinced that at some stage a girl is intensely curious
to find out what goes on with her body, and anxious to find
someone whom she can trust completely to try things out -
often a brother, but not necessarily.  Unfortunately at that
age, I was not mature enough myself to succeed in exploring
everything, but I think it was a valuable experience for
both of us.  She was learning exactly what pleased her, and
what she felt uncomfortable with, particularly how the
breasts are handled - I learned then that a pressing motion
is pleasant for her, but a circular motion is not.  Nipples
need to be touched in a particular way for it to be
pleasurable, rather than painful.  It gave her confidence,
when in a serious early adult relationship, to instruct her
lover from the start how she likes to be caressed, and this
can only help them both.

One reason I have subscribed to ASGL-L is my certain
belief that had our activities been revealed to the moral
uplifters - the sort who regard any form of childhood sexual
activity as that of perverts, to be branded for life the
worst sort of criminal possible, then we would both have
been deeply harmed.  Not by our sexual experimentation, but
by the reaction from so-called responsible adults who ought
to know better than to go about damaging children in this
way, by piling on quite unreasonable emotional pressure.

In some respects, I do not share some of the sexual urges of
some of our fellowship.  I believe too that it is
gentlemanly to be discreet about one's sexual fantasies and
experiences whatever they are, and I find some of the
explicit revelations uncomfortable.  For example, I will
tolerate and even enjoy the company of the gay community as
long as we both understand that what goes on in the privacy
of their bedroom is none of my business, and I really do not
want to know.  Here though I can put up with my discomfort,
since the social stigma against any from of paedophilia,
however mild or benign, is so dreadful, many of us here
(myself not excluded) must feel the bottling of feelings
intolerable, and I am grateful for Ianthe to allow these
some expression in a relatively safe environment.

For me, my own feelings about girls (and women) in
particular are subordinate to my desire to respect them as
sentient beings, both now and in the future.  These
high-handed moralisers, who believe they are protecting
children, are themselves perverting the course of childhood
and doing a tremendous amount of damage.  I condemn them,
not because they may suppress the activities of some
paedophiles, but because they are harming children.

Oskar should be proud that far from harming his sister,  the
love she obviously has for him has enabled her to explore
and learn her sexuality in confidence and safety.  It is
quite proper for her, once having tried herself out, to put
a distance.  This does not mean she does not love him; it
merely means that she is now preparing herself for an adult
relationship, rather than for any more childhood
experimentation, since she had now discovered all that she
needs to know at this time.

--

To - Sanctuary

Here is an example of where it goes wrong.  There is little
between your experience and that of Oskar or that of myself,
except that your sister considers herself "abused".  If ever
there was an example of contemptible cultural forces
damaging two children (let's not forget you!), here is it.
Far from protecting all the children you describe, these
attitudes, rather than anything you have felt or done, have
probably poisoned them, and made them incapable of intimacy
in the future.  That, after all, must be the ultimate
yardstick.  Whatever the experience, if a child can go on to
love throughout his or her adult life, then surely no harm
is done.  If he or she cannot, then the finger must be
pointed at someone, but it must be the right someone!

Whatever the religious training (and I am a regular
churchgoer), what matters most is that love thrives.  Love
is God's way of making His presence felt.  Love is never
insatiable, but accepts what little or much is on offer.
(Think for a moment where the word "insatiable" comes
from!).  Love is rarely easy.  It often demands restraint.
It is often misunderstood or treated badly.  We who are true
lovers can be proud in front of God, even when human society
is not fit to confer pride!

--

To - Easy Rider

> >I have just received another card, covered with red hearts but
> >saying nothing new...  I know she wants me to be there, rather
> >than writing letters,
>
> Some questions: if she doesn't say anything, how do you know?

Years ago, when she was 10, she told me that she preferred
direct communication.  Only a few months ago, after I
telephoned, she wrote and said that it was super to have a
telephone conversation with me, and I could tell that during
this conversation that she was like a flower coming out
again - there was more expression in her voice and what she
said was becoming less banal minute by minute.  When she
writes, its her other self-without-me which cannot express a
great deal, since there I can only exist in her imagination
and memory.

> >It is a terrible step if, like last time, I am told to go away
> >again.  I think I will telephone her mother in next months, and
> >suggest that we do something together over Christmas.
>
> If she told you to leave the first time, what makes you
> think it will be any different now?

I don't think, I can only hope for an auspicious time.  Now
is not yet the time to make a stand.  The mother (and the
father, who is 5 years younger than me) has always known the
seriousness of our feelings.  It came out all those years
ago when the daughter announced to her paternal grandparents
over the telephone that she had a boyfriend (fiance is the
word she actually used!).  There was a pause, then the
daughter said "37".  I could almost hear the crackle of the
pregnant silence, but for her it seemed perfectly
matter-of-fact for a 10-year-old to have a 37-year-old
fiance.  Nothing fundamentally wrong in that, and we make a
lovely couple...  Such is the innocence of childhood, she
had not quite thought out the practicalities, and even now,
it is almost impossible the practicalities of her having a
proper relationship with me, and while completing her
schooling, staying loyal with both separated parents, not to
mention difficulties with language and culture (and we all
know how brutally the English-speaking societies treat such
friendships), and that is before we consider my own
commitments and obstacles.  Most of these difficulties will
however become much easier with time, and this is perhaps
the main reason for patience.

> She, the mother,
> obviously does not want to continue a relationship with you.
> So why you are continuing to include her in your plans with
> the girl is a mystery.  I would leave the mother out of it.

I will never do that now, nor would I have done this
earlier.  Her mother loves her only daughter as much as I
love my own children.  Her father loves his daughter as much
as I love my own children.  I still love my own parents.
Any plans I have must involve her parents.  I have somehow
managed to maintain birthday-card contact over the years
with the mother despite everything.  I do not forget the
names of all the mother's brothers and sisters.  Love does
not vaporise with rejection - I still love the mother, and I
know (because she has said so many times) that the mother
still has feelings for me, but is afraid of them.  The
mother and I failed nearly 20 years ago because we are too
alike (our birthdays are days apart); neither of us could
pick the other up when one of us slowed down or drifted.  A
second relationship is unlikely to succeed any more than the
first one did.  It is too late anyway for her now, at 43
years of age, to start the family I wanted all along and
still want, and she knows this.  Maybe she has projected our
feelings for each other onto her daughter?...  An ongoing
and deep friendship with her mother adds depth to my
relationship with the daughter.  It is as if I have known
the family not the seven years since I first met the
daughter, but the twenty-eight years since I first met the
daughter's uncle, or the twenty-five years since her mother
and I fell in love.  Shared past experience, the one thing
one cannot have when loving a young girl, is something we
have in plenty, for as long as I maintain this link with her
mother.

'Redbeard'
-------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-Cuttings Digest ]



* UK: _Blair launches 60m push for virginity_
* UK: _Guide tells children 'stoned sex may be great'_
* Germany: _Germany calls for Czech raids_
* USA: statistics
* USA: _Feds declare war on teen geeks_
* Australia: _Sexual suspects on file_
* Australia: _Teachers appeal their status as "prohibited persons"_
* Internet: US 'Spyware Control Act'
* Internet: _Web inventor denounces net censorship_
* Brazil: _This Year's Model_

Movie news
TV news
Book note



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

October 10th 2000

_Blair launches 60m push for virginity_

The Government is launching an advertising campaign which
tells girls not to lose their virginity.

Ministers want to divert schoolchildren from the headlong
rush into sexual experience.  The Government's new drive to
persuade the young against sex coincides with a much more
expensive and punitive initiative to cut the number of
teenage single mothers drawing state benefit.

The campaign will begin with 2 million of advertising, with
the slogan "Sex, Are you Thinking About It Enough?"

The advertisements, which will appear principally in
magazines aimed at the teenage girl market, are part of a
larger 60 million campaign announced by Tony Blair more than
a year ago, which has included the appointment of 100
"teenage pregnancy co-ordinators" who are running local
initiatives to warn school teenagers about the pitfalls of
sex.

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

15th October 2000

_Guide tells children 'stoned sex may be great'_

A new drugs guide telling children that "stoned sex may be
great", and advising them that most people trying cocaine do
not become hooked, has angered Christian campaigners.

D-mag, which is aimed at 14- to 18-year-olds and is to be
distributed in schools and youth clubs, is being produced by
the charity Drugscope with funding from the British music
industry.

The guide has been branded as irresponsible by Robert
Whelan, the director of the Christian group Family and Youth
Concern, who said that it could encourage experimentation.

About 15,000 copies of the D-mag magazine, costing 25,000
to produce, have been printed using a grant from the Brit
Trust, the music-industry charity dedicated to young people,
music and education.

--

In August, Christian anti-abortion group LIFE made a similar
complaint against a sex education booklet for children
published by Brook, a sexual health charity.  In September
Scotland Yard said that, after an investigation, they had
found no reason to prosecute Brook.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Germany:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Germany calls for Czech raids_

A reader writes:

October 200: Der Spiegel magazine had an interview with the
German minister of the interior Otto Schily, on German
paedophiles in the Czech Republic:

"The co-operation with the Czech government has not been
satisfactory so far.  German authorities are unable to
conduct their investigations on Czech territory.  To my mind
the Czech police should carry out targeted raids, arrest the
people on the spot and hand them over to us or at least pass
on their details to us, and then they could be taken to
court."

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA: statistics
-------------------------------------------------------------

October 2000

Virginia

Visitors have launched nearly 8.7 million searches on
Virginia's online sex-offender registry since December 1998,
but only about one in four Virginians who have been
convicted of taking "indecent liberties" with children are
listed.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

October 6th 2000

_Feds declare war on teen geeks -- teen geeks may win.


The U.S. government is now embarking on a new war against
teen hackers.  It's likely to be no more successful than our
"War on Drugs," but geeky keyboard desperados, handicapped
by raging hormones and other afflictions of puberty, are
much easier and safer marks than well-armed cartel
terrorists or white-collar fraudsters.

Thus it was that earlier this year, the full force of the
federal government, including the highly secretive Defense
Criminal Investigative Service, marshaled 11 weapons-toting
enforcement officers clad in bulletproof vests.  Their
target was the home of a 16-year-old South Floridian,
Jonathan James, whose girlfriends thought he was real cool
for being able to hack into wide-open computers at the
Pentagon, the National Aeronautics and Space Administration,
BellSouth and, of course - shades of War Games - the
Miami-Dade school system.

A Miami Herald reporter, Martin Merzer, quoted James' father
as saying of his boy: "He's just like your son, just like
the boy next door, but a few steps sharper.  I've been in
computers for 20 years, and I can't do what he was doing."

The fact that kids like James are more nuisance than danger
- the cyberspace equivalent of kids who toilet-paper houses
- is apparently of no importance to policy-makers.  Nor is
the fact that many organisations like NASA set up "geek
traps" -- computers that are easy to hack but hold only
authentic looking but useless files -- and then offer jobs
to the kids with the cleverest hacks. The Department of
Justice is asking Congress for new powers to punish
talented juveniles who experiment with their computers.

A proposed DOJ amendment to Section 5032 of Title 18, the
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act, would give
federal courts and prosecutors jurisdiction over juveniles
for a specific list of offenses: espionage, theft of
information from a federal computer or unlawful access to a
federal computer.  Those seem reasonable enough if the
threat is real.  But it would also offer a general provision
for "damage" to any computer used in interstate or foreign
commerce - which takes in just about every computer out
there and raises the question of what constitutes damage.

At present, just about every state-run juvenile detention
facility is horrendously overcrowded.  Perhaps with the
precipitous drop in the adult crime rate, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation and the DOJ have to develop a whole new set
of "enemies" through which they can justify - maybe even
increase - their budgets.  Or do they actually believe that
the entire teen-age population of the United States is
riddled with hackers, who pose an imminent danger to society
unless convicted and detained?

Since prison facilities are already bulging from the "War on
Drugs," maybe the next president and DOJ, in collusion with
the 107th Congress, could allocate funds to build special
federal detention centers for juvenile computer hackers.

Of course, such a center would end up being a perpetual
hackers' summit, a place for all those young amateurs to
graduate as seasoned pros after sentences spent exchanging
their own special hacking techniques, analyzing and
carefully scrutinizing where they tripped up and
deliberating on how to avoid repeating their mistakes.  Hey,
far cooler than regular school, dude!  A 24/7 course in
hacking!

Everyone knows there are country club federal
penitentiaries, places with tennis courts, libraries and
classes, where white-collar corporate miscreants wind up.
Without spending a great deal more, the feds could set up a
juvenile wing of the country club pens.  Then it would be
easy to set up a mentoring system.  You could put one
computer-genius kid together with one top-notch, cunning
white-collar criminal.  They could - how do social workers
put it?  - oh yes, they could bond with one another.  Won't
that be constructive!  Kids can learn a lot from adults.

There are great benefits for the adults as well.  Most
grown-ups aren't very computer-literate.  Often, the best
they can do is read e-mail.  In a sort of reverse
apprenticeship, the kids could help the adults to develop
their computer skills to more criminally advantageous
levels.  Who knows?  Some long-term partnerships might even
develop.

Even now I can hear fading ghosts in the Oval Office
charting moves against mostly imagined enemies:

 "We haven't used the [Federal] Bureau [of Investigation],
 and we haven't used the Justice Department, but things are
 going to change now," Richard M.  Nixon declared shortly
 after his re-election in 1972.

 "That's an exciting prospect!"  gushed White House counsel
 John Dean.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
-------------------------------------------------------------

8th October 2000

_Sexual suspects on file_

The sexual records of all workers in New South Wales who
have been disciplined by their employer are about to be
collected on a top secret State Government database.

From this month every employer in the State must send in the
names of staff they have disciplined for alleged child
abuse, sexual misconduct or violence in the presence of a
child.

The information will be collected in a computer database
held by the Commission for Children and Young People as part
of tough new laws aimed at protecting children from
paedophiles.

More than 50,000 employers have been required to send in
their formerly confidential disciplinary records to the
Commission by the end of this month.

The Commission will be able to cross-check workers' names
against national criminal records and suspect lists to
ensure children are not placed at risk.

By October 3 anyone in NSW who has been convicted of a sex
crime subject to a sentence longer than 12 months was
supposed to have been removed from any job that brought them
into contact with children.

Tens of thousands of workers such as teachers, welfare
workers, clergy, scout leaders, foster parents, entertainers
and health workers have already had to declare whether they
have had any sex crime convictions.

If they have, they are classified as a "prohibited person".

--

_Teachers appeal their status as "prohibited persons"_

8th October 2000

As a tough new law banning anyone convicted or cautioned
for a sex crime from working with children is challenged
in the courts, some teachers are arguing it shouldn't apply
to them.

A private schoolteacher's appeal against being barred from
teaching, now before the NSW Industrial Relations
Commission, is shaping up as a major battle over the efforts
of the Government to ban sex offenders from having anything
to do with children.

Under the new regulations, the teacher would not be allowed
to work in his profession anywhere in NSW.  The only avenue
of appeal is through the Industrial Relations Commission.

Justice Lance Wright, president of the IRC, will rule on the
appeal of the teacher named only as "A" on December 8.  "A"
can keep teaching until then.

The school has argued in court it wants to keep him as he is
a good teacher.

The headmaster of the school said in an affidavit to the
court the teacher was not a threat to boys as the offence
happened in the 80s when he had a consenting relationship
with a 15-year-old girl.

But a string of appeals from other teachers with sex
offender convictions is queuing up behind teacher "A".  The
court has already granted temporary exemptions from the ban
to two other teachers.  Again the court suppressed their
names and the schools they work at.  They can only be
identified as "W" and "H".

Gay groups say they fear that a teachers disciplined by
a school for sexual misconduct unrelated to children, such
as being arrested during a police sweep of public toilets,
would lead to someone being wrongly labelled a "prohibited
person".

-------------------------------------------------------------





USA: privacy:
-------------------------------------------------------------

9th October 2000

'Spyware Control Act'

Sen. John Edwards, D-N.C., introduced legislation on Friday
that would force software manufacturers to notify consumers
when their products include "spyware," bits of code that
surreptitiously transmit information about the user's
identity or Web surfing habits back to the software company.

"I have been closely following the privacy debate for some
time now, and I am struck by how often I discover new ways
in which our privacy is being eroded," Edwards said Friday
in a speech introducing his bill.  "Spyware is among the
more startling examples of how this erosion is occurring."

Under S. 3180, the "Spyware Control and Privacy Protection
Act," manufacturers that build spyware into their products
must give consumers clear and conspicuous notice - at the
time of installation - that the software contains spyware.
Such a notice would describe what information would be
collected and to whom it would be sent.  The spyware would
then be forced to lie dormant unless the consumer chooses to
enable it.

Edwards' bill comes at a time when many producers of
software are taking heat for building tiny spyware programs
into their products.  Software manufacturers argue that the
programs are geared only at improving advertising returns,
and many freeware titles, including RealDownload, Intuit's
Quicken, Netscape's AOL Smart Download, and NetZip's
Download Demon - now include advertisements within their
program's window.  Critics counter that manufacturers often
bamboozle customers with over complex options. So even when
customers are told about the spyware, it's unclear what it
does, and so is installed anyway.

Edwards said that in addition to notice and choice, his bill
would give consumers the benefit of the remaining two "Fair
Information Practices" endorsed by the Federal Trade
Commission (FTC): Access and Security.  Under S. 3180,
software users would have the ability to find out what
information has been collected about them and to correct any
errors.

The bill also would force software manufacturers to ensure
that the information gleaned from spyware products was
properly encrypted and adequately insulated from malicious
hackers.

Edwards said his bill contains some "common sense
exceptions" to  the notice and consent requirements.  S.
3180 would exempt spyware used to gather information that
would only be used to provide technical support for the
software, or to determine if a given user is a licensed user
of the product.  The notice and choice provisions would also
be waived for employers using spyware to monitor Internet
usage by their employees.

S. 3180 also gives users a private right of action to sue a
software maker that violates its own policy.  Under Edwards'
bill, consumers could seek redress of up to $500,000 per
violation.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Internet: censorship:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Web inventor denounces net censorship_

October 8th 2000

On the tenth anniversary of the creation of the internet,
the British scientist who invented the world wide web has
called for the abolition of censorship online.  As Christian
groups and politicians press for new ways to police
websites, Tim Berners-Lee rejects censorship as 'horrific'.

In an interview with The Observer newspaper, Berners-Lee
dismisses the recent panic over paedophiles targeting
youngsters in web chatrooms, child pornography and fraud,
and rejects calls for a 'net regulator'.  'I know there are
some very strong feelings but you can not banish technology
or regulate content.

'Regulation is censorship - one grown-up telling another
what they can and cannot do or see.  For me, the idea is
horrific.  Universality is the key.  You must be able to
represent anything on the web.'

Illegal material should remain illegal, but he insists 'the
world is a diverse place and we should trust people, not try
to police them... There are many cultures and they are
continually changing.  What somebody in Tennessee might
think of as reasonable when it comes to nudity is very
different from what someone in Finland might think.

'Two neighbours next door to each-other might have very
different ideas.  So any attempt to make a global
centralised standard is going to be unbelievably
contentious.  You can't do that.'

Ten years ago Berners-Lee wrote the electronic code that
enables computers across the world to 'talk' to each-other
down a telephone line.  The internet was born and has grown
from a single website to nearly one billion.

The comments by Berners-Lee come as European and US
officials are moving toward a second draft of the world's
first international treaty on cybercrime, a broad effort
headed by the Council of Europe and steered by US
law enforcement.

The proposal, which has been in the drafting stage for
nearly three years, calls on all countries to pass a
uniform set of global laws to regulate the Internet.

High-tech industry groups and privacy advocates fear
could intrude on personal privacy and hamper e-commerce,
and worry about the Council's approach.  "Our biggest
concern is that people don't understand the technology...
[that] you have to use the same technology to do both
legitimate and illegitimate acts," said Lisa Norton, a
Washington lawyer who represents Internet Security Systems.

When the first draft came out, it seemed to raise more
problems than it would cure," said Jason Mahler, vice
president and general council at the Computer and
Communications Industry Association.

There is concern that the Department of Justice, which is
playing a leading role for the US, may be seeking wide
powers through the treaty that it could not get through
Congress.  "When the US government cannot get a
controversial policy adopted domestically, they pressure an
international group to adopt it, and then bring it back to
the US as an international treaty -- which obliges Congress
to enact it," wrote David Banisar, a senior fellow at the
Electronic Privacy Information Centre, in a commentary on
the draft treaty for Web site SecurityFocus.com.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Brazil: Feature article: underage modelling:
-------------------------------------------------------------

25th September 2000

_This Year's Model_

 Brazil has gone teen model crazy. Some girls will do whatever
 it takes to become the next Gisele.


On a tree-lined street in Sao Paulo's tony Jardins district,
a double-decker bus pulls up in front of a manor house the
color of pink lemonade.  Out spills a stream of teenage
girls, permed, perfumed and teetering on spindly heels that
clatter over the cobblestones.  They march through an iron
gate into the Brazilian headquarters of Marilyn, a French
fashion-model agency, each carrying photo portfolios under
their arms and visions of New York in their heads.  Inside,
overworked bookers and scouts yell into mobile phones or tap
away on keyboards.  The new arrivals are herded into a
waiting room, where they sit nervously, chewing gum,
comparing portfolios and gabbing about pimples and shampoo.
Two by two, they file in for interviews.  "On your feet, and
smile, please," says director Zeca de Abreu, looking one
pair up and down.  "When do the braces come off?"

Schoolgirls the world over have long dreamed of donning
designer silks and parading on the catwalk to the steady
purr of motor-driven Nikons.  But in Brazil, where beauty is
as highly valued as futebol or the samba, modeling has
become an obsession.  Modeling courses, makeup workshops and
beauty contests are all the rage.  Crash diets are in vogue.
A dozen big-name modeling agencies like Marilyn have set up
shop in Sao Paulo and deployed an army of talent scouts to
beat the pavement for new faces.  And from the smallest
parish in the southern grain belt to the swank boulevards of
Sao Paulo, kids are practicing their posture and perfecting
their pouts.  Capricho, a glossy teen magazine, recently
asked 1,100 Brazilian teenagers if they wanted to become
fashion models.  Eighty-six percent said yes.

The reason for this craze stands 1.77 meters tall and has
smoldering blue eyes.  Her name is Gisele Bundchen -- known
to all as Gisele--and she is the most celebrated Brazilian
since Pele.  First introduced by designer Alexander McQueen
two years ago, Gisele, now 20, is the world's top cover
girl, taking to more than 1,600 catwalks and earning a
reported $7,000 an hour.  When she struts her trademark
runway walk- -sassy and high-stepping, like a filly in tall
grass--hearts beat faster from Milan to Manhattan.  She has
become an international icon: Vogue put the Brazilian
bombshell on its cover three times last year and in December
crowned her "Model of the Year."

To be sure, Brazil's beauty fetish precedes Gisele, but for
many kids, it's the chance of a better life.  Marilyn
director Abreu compares the rush to the ramps to slum kids'
aspiring to football stardom.  Even moderate success can
help lift a family out of poverty.  Juliana Martins, a
16-year-old who has been modeling since she was 13, earns in
a day what her father can earn in a month, about $550 at the
steel mills where he works in Sao Paulo state.  Patricia
Mezzalira dos Santos, a 15-year-old from the depressed
farming town of Lajes, hopes to use her cherry cheeks and
powder blue eyes to boost her family's $600-a-month income.
"One of the first things I thought about was the money," she
said at a recent modeling workshop.  Some parents think of
nothing else says Ming Liao Tao, a veteran Brazilian
spotter.

It's easy to understand the temptation.  Who wouldn't want
to live like Gisele?  When she isn't on the ramps, adding
value to labels like Donna Karan and Ralph Lauren, she's
hanging out in her TriBeCa duplex or making sure boyfriend
Leonardo DiCaprio doesn't get lonely at the top.  It would
be difficult to overstate Gisele's impact, not only on
Brazil but on the modelling industry as well.  Just two
years ago the celebrity model looked like an endangered
species.  The public grew so weary of the pampered
princesses that they were pushed off magazine and tabloid
covers by pop singers, movie stars, even politicians.  Then
came Gisele.  "Men want her.  Women want to be her.  We
haven't had that since Cindy and Naomi," says James Scully,
booking editor of Harper's Bazaar.

And so the fashionistas swarmed to Brazil for Gisele clones.
Fashion Pygmalions are scouring the hinterlands for beauties
in the rough.  Models with nondescript accents are
pretending to be Brazilian.  "Everyone asks me if I know
her," says Brazilian clothing designer Alexandre
Herchcovitch, whose popular label, Zoomp, is selling even
better in the age of Gisele.  Other Brazilian companies are
capitalizing on the teen babe from Brazil as well.  When the
giant beverage company Ambev wanted to add some oomph to its
New York Stock Exchange debut last week, they called Gisele
-- not Greenspan -- who tossed Ambev caps and blew kisses.
Says Herchcovitch: "It's a good time to be Brazilian."

Especially if you're a teen model.  Once a struggling,
underpaid group, Brazilian girls now crowd catwalks around
the world.  No reputable agency can do without a stable of
Brazilian models.  In Milan last April they came by the
dozens, draped in everything from Fendi to Feretti.  The
Brazilian battalion will be on hand this week when New
York's annual Fashion Week gets underway.  "Brazil is my
favorite country," declares Peruvian fashion photographer
Mario Testino.

But why?  In a world flush with angelic faces and
traffic-stopping figures, what is it that makes the
Brazilians stand out?  It's hard to imagine now, but before
she rose to stardom, the young Gisele had plenty of doors
slammed in her face.  Some agents thought her fair hair and
angular frame were not "Brazilian" enough.  Others said her
face with its generous nose was, well, "funny," she recalls.
Now the fashion business has learned its lesson: in a
society consisting of Indians, Africans, Italians, Germans,
Poles and Japanese, there is no trademark Brazilian.
Instead scouts are reveling in a land that serves up more
colors than Crayola.

The diversity is endless.  There was caramel-skinned
Fernanda Tavares giving Ricky Martin goose bumps on the
cover of British Vogue in August.  Gucci girl Caroline
Ribeiro, from the Amazon region, is as brown as the
nappa-leather slacks she squeezes into.  Mariana Weickert is
being touted as a young Barbra Streisand look-alike, while
Nathalia Costa and Giane Albertoni are as blond as any
milk-fed Swede.  "It's the mixed blood that drives everyone
wild," says The Sunday Times's Isabella Blow, the doyenne of
fashion critics.

None of this has been lost on aspiring young Brazilians.
Beauty pageants -- Miss Swimming Pool, The Girl of Summer,
Most Beautiful School Student, Grape Harvest Queen -- crowd
calendars year-round.  And girls are willing to subject
themselves to all kinds of scrutiny in their quest to become
the next Gisele.  At a small-town workshop, Ming squeezes
flanks and bellies as he watches girls in bikinis and boys
in briefs march up and down a makeshift ramp.  "You're going
to have to lose four kilos," he says, shaking his head at
one blonde.

Indeed, Ming -- among others -- thinks Gisele-mania has gone
too far.  "These kids think it's all perfume and beautiful
people, when it's really about hard work and brutal
competition," says Ming, who spent 11 years brokering
contracts for young models in Japan and New York.  In
Brazil, many aspiring posers turn to Dilson Stein for help.
A former model, Stein roams the backcountry of Rio Grande do
Sul, setting up makeshift catwalks in school gymnasiums and
teaching wanna-bes the secrets of the trade.  One of Stein's
20,000 former students was a gangly 13-year-old they once
called Olive Oyl.  Now they call her Gisele and, thanks to
her, Stein can barely catch his breath.  "There are more
where she came from," he exclaims.

To be sure, Brazil's modelling business has changed
dramatically since Gisele was a schoolgirl discovery.  In
the mid-'90s, there were five agencies nationwide.  Now
there are 11, with branches all over the country and a
legion of aggressive scouts.  "I have a computer map which
shows me each girl in each state," says Waenry Matias of
Marilyn.  A decade ago amateur agents combed the streets for
the odd princess in the crowd.  Turning her into catwalk
material was another story.  "Most of the models weren't
earning enough to be professionals," says John Casablancas,
the maestro for 30 years at Elite.  "They were trophy girls
for rich boyfriends."  Since then the fees for those who
make it to the runways have tripled and the competition has
grown fierce.

But even those lucky few who are admitted to fashion's inner
circle face a life of sacrifices.  Most young models live in
cramped rooming houses and sleep in bunk beds: four, six or
eight to an apartment.  The agencies not only take a huge
cut of a model's fees but also debit room, board and travel
expenses.  (Many successful models never get out of debt to
the company store.)  The lucky ones may get to see the
world, but not on a first-class ticket.  And because
agencies rarely go out on a limb to sponsor a work visa for
an untried underage Lolita, scores of models start their
overseas career by working illegally.

Still, the wanna-bes keep coming.  "The whole world is
looking for the next Gisele," says Casablancas.  And there
will be a next Gisele.  But whether she's Brazilian or
Somali or Indian is anyone's guess.  "This is not about a
country, it's about beauty," says The Times's Blow.
"Fashion buys beauty, wherever it may be found."  For the
moment, at least, that's in Brazil.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Movie news:
-------------------------------------------------------------

29th September 2000

_You Go, Ghoulfriend_

  After a quarter century, The Exorcist returns from the grave
  with never-before-seen footage.


Some movies aren't just movies.  They're closer to voodoo --
they channel currents larger and more powerful than
themselves.  The audiences that lined up to see The Exorcist
in the late winter and early spring of 1974 were drawn by a
primal desire to get shocked and prodded in a way that
they'd never been shocked and prodded before.  The picture
was marketed as a deeply solemn "religious" hex horror
movie, complete with catechismal mutterings and a showdown
between good and evil, but the word of mouth told the true
story.  The pea-soup vomit!  The pee on the floor!  The
twisty head!  The 12-year-old girl who turned into a
slavering, salacious harpie, rubbing her private parts with
a crucifix and croaking out such tenderhearted sentiments as
"Your mother sucks ----- in hell!"

Scary?  As hell.  But this, make no mistake, was also a
blasphemous, eruptive freak show, less Rosemary's Baby than
a supernatural Lolita's Revenge as imagined by the Marquis
de Sade.  The Exorcist is being re-released in a special
enhanced print, with a dynamic new sound mix, some
quasi-subliminal shots of a devil's face (a nifty sinister
grace note), and 11 minutes of added footage, notably the
"spider walk" scene in which Linda Blair's Regan scurries
down the stairs on all fours, the moment climaxing with a
terrifying close-up of her blood-drenched mouth.  Will
viewers line up once again, this time for a nostalgic
psychotic roller-coaster ride?  In a sense, they hardly need
to, since the spirit The Exorcist brought into being is now
all around us.

What The Exorcist really gave rise to was a demon of
entertainment, an impulse of titillating blatancy that has
bedeviled and outraged audiences ever since.  That demon was
kinky and gross and fun and purgative.  It was the lure, the
dark-carnival force, of Extreme Culture (now known as what's
playing on cable, at the multiplex, on your CD player, in
the fevered heads of 20 million born-again Christians).

It's still a shock to see how young Linda Blair was; it is
Regan's nymphet innocence, of course, that renders her
subsequent ravings so obscene.  Yet if The Exorcist remains
the ultimate exploitation-nightmare vision of the onslaught
of adolescence, the film's terror and disgust, like its
hideously explicit and literal-minded special effects,
spoke, at the time, to a larger, if unconscious, collective
fear.  Here, in paranoid, bad-acid-trip form, is the real
birth of girl power.

The Exorcist

Linda Blair
Max von Sydow

RATED R
132 MINUTES
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TV: Dutch summary of a recent documentary:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 5th 2000

_Dutch documentary on the late Dr. Brongersma_

A Dutch current affairs program brought a forty-minute
documentary about Dr. Edward Brongersma (1911 - 1998), Dutch
senator and child love advocate.  A former chairman of
MARTIJN appeared for a few minutes in this rather balanced
essay at portraying the Big Taboo.

The "Dr.  Brongersma Foundation" is currently controversial,
as among the many materials in the Foundation's collection
there are depictions and video tapes that are labeled child
pornography, and are thus illegal.  However, the possession
of child pornography is not forbidden in Holland when a
"scientific, educational, or therapeutic goal" is served.
The Foundation has never concealed the nature of its
collection and claims to aim at furthering a scientific
understanding of child sexuality and child-adult intimacy.
The television program featured the Foundation's committee
members, one of whom pleaded that none of the materials
should be destroyed: everything is important to science.
The Dutch justice department has decided not to prosecute
the committee members, but will destroy part of the
pornography... after it has served them to track down old
"offenders and little victims"; people who throughout the
years trusted Dr. Brongersma with intimate accounts and
depictions of their particular friendships and adventures.

The television program not only considered this controversy;
it also gave a brief but atmospheric account of Dr.
Brongersma's life.  It did not lean overly much to any one
side.  Opponents to Brongersma and pedophilia got their say
(a former vice squad detective stated that as far as he is
concerned, all pedophiles are busy night and day thinking up
ways to abuse children), but proponents and loyal friends
were also given the opportunity to defend dr.  Brongersma,
who died a disillusioned and spurned man not long after the
Belgian Dutroux affair, which coaxed public opinion towards
thinking of any instance of child sex or physical love as
child abuse.  A former minister who had been a senator at
the time Brongersma was in the senate praised the doctor's
character and stated that she did not believe he could have
hurt anyone.

A former chairman of MARTIJN stressed how much Dr.
Brongersma had done in his lifetime to further a more
liberal approach to sexuality and love for all ages.  It is
also important that the documentary mentioned that
Brongersma spent some time in the slammer back in the
fifties for having had a sexual relation with a boy of
sixteen: this is no longer illegal in Holland (Brongersma
himself helped to repeal the article in question).  The
documentary was, as far as we are concerned, a positive
beacon in these times of utter, gutter, media manipulation.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Book note:
-----------------------------------------------------------

May 2000

MADDER MUSIC, STRONGER WINE: The Life of Ernest Dowson, Poet
and Decadent.  By Jad Adams.  Tauris, 211pp, Pounds

19. 95. ISBN 1 86064 470 8

[...] Dowson's [life] is the classic bohemian life of excess
and melancholia, it is also, as Jad Adams shows in his
biography, _Madder Music, Stronger Wine_, paradoxical in a
way that is typical of the decadent movement.  [...] but the
contradictions of decadence, particularly the paedophilia,
are not confronted head on in this biography and could
almost be missed.

Yeats wrote that Dowson's religion was a "desire for a
condition of virginal ecstasy".  Dowson participated in the
late 19th-century cult of little girls (in which Lewis
Carroll had been an earlier part-icipant) and was devoured
for most of his adult years by love for a young Polish girl,
Adelaide Foltinowicz, who was 11 when they first met.

The attraction of young girls was their innocence, even if
the desire felt for them was latently sexual.  The tension
between the decadent sexuality of the promiscuous poet and
the innocent purity of the unobtainable ideal love is
evident in Dowson's most famous poem, "Cynara" [...]

--

from  OF A LITTLE GIRL

['even' = evening, 'casement' = window]


 II.

 Was it at even, with the casement thrown
 Wide to the summer air, I sat and thought,
 Of that ideal which I ever sought,
 But fruitlessly -- and was ever so fain to moan --
 "Ah weariness of waiting thus alone,
 With vanity of living all distraught,
 To find upon the earth nor peace nor aught
 Lovely or pure, whence all things sweet have gone."
 And then one passed the dark'ning road along
 And lit it with her childhood, that I felt
 Passion and bitterness like snowflakes melt
 Before the sun, and into praise and song
 From the despair wherein it long had dwelt
 My life burst flower-like and my soul grew strong.



 IV.

 Even as a child whose fingers snatch
 An ocean shell and hold it to his ear,
 With wondering, awe-struck eyes is hushed to catch
 The murmerous music of its coiled sphere;
 Whispers of wind and wave, soul-stirring songs
 Of storm-tossed ships and all the mystery
 That to the illimitable sea belongs,
 Stream to him from its tiny cavity.

 As such a one with reverent awe I hold
 Thy tender hand, and in those pure grey eyes,
 That sweet child face, those tumbled curls of gold,
 And in thy smiles and loving, soft replies
 I find the whole of love -- hear full and low
 Its mystic ocean's tremulous ebb and flow.


    Ernest Dowson.


-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Sigh.  A week totally lacking in delight.  Unless I am
accosted by beautiful young girls in the next day or so, I
guess this is just going to be replying to posts and
attempting to sound authoritative on subjects of which I
have no knowledge or experience.  The usual.

--

Redbeard, you wrote about the Diary of Anne Frank - was that
in the original German version?  I've read the English
translation, and I suppose I should read it in German at
some point.  Speaking of German, I got my hands on a German
sex education book.  The German for "pubic zone" is
_Schamgegend_, a literal translation of which is "shameful
area".  Not too repressed, eh?  ;-) (English understatement)

--

I've got a little legal question, for anyone in the know.
Redbeard got me thinking about it when he mentioned explicit
discussion of fantasies/encounters.  I've not read anything
here that I would consider to be explicit, which is either
due to the fact that no-one posts it, or Ianthe makes
judicious use of the blue pen.  But to what extent are we
legally constrained?  If someone _were_ to post an explicit
description, would this mailing-list be prosecutable under
the Obscene Publications Act?

 [ The Act revolves around the key phrase "to deprave and
   corrupt". Since all ASGL-L readers would be assumed
   to be already well and truly "depraved and corrupted",
   how could be become more so by what we read here? ]

I was unsure, as _technically_ this isn't a public forum, is
it?  It's private communication, and isn't therefore a
publication.  But then again, I read in a PC magazine that
you can be sued for libel in an e-mail, even if it is
private.

  [ Yes, that's true. I think I've only had to
    snip one comment, which was about the alleged
    underage tastes of a major British 60's rock
    star. ]

If anyone knows roughly where text and letters stand
in UK law, I'd be interested to know.

--

Another "expert question".  Is there anyone out there with a
foundation/knowledge/interest in psychology?  It's just that
I'd like to know exactly how child sexuality is damaging.  I
mean, I can understand that abuse could lead to post
traumatic stress or whatever, but I'd like to know why child
sexuality is seen as wrong.  I'm not just talking about
child/adult relationships, but the whole idea that it is
wrong to have any sexual feelings below 16 (or 18, or
whatever).

  [ http://www.ipce.org  has lots of papers on this
    sort of question. ]

--

Well, that's all for now. Have a delightful week,
everyone.

'Lloyd'
-----------------------------------------------------------





'oskar' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------
To 'Lloyd' and 'Redbeard':

To Lloyd.... really I couldn't have done anything else.
When you're in a situation like that (as I was with my
sister), you aren't thinking in any normal way.  I glad that
you and Redbeard understand.  And I hope too, that it was a
good experience for my sister.  As my friend said (who knows
what I did with her), 'Hopefully she realizes that it was
just a loving gesture from her brother'.  My friend is
amazing.  He has explained my condition to people in this
general sense.... 'A flower is beautiful.... you wouldn't
molest that would you?'

Leaving you with that good message...

'oskar'

(And, to 'Lloyd'-- it hasn't driven me to suicide at this
point.  Although this and other things have almost before.
And what you and all of you have said -- you too
'Redbeard'-- have helped me greatly)

--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Some thoughts to Redbeard:

If the mother is going to help you be with the daughter,
fine.  But, if the mother is going to be an impediment, for
whatever reason, then including her in your plans is
pointless.

I trust you are not trying to re-live your relationship with
mom through the girl.  The girl is her own person, distinct
from the mother.  It is nice to have common background,
which as you point out is not possible normally, but is
possible in a situation like yours.  But if mom creates
problems, even if they are only because she is reluctant to
involve herself with you, then your plans are self
defeating.  In that case you would do well to move there and
see the girl under your own terms.  You can always get
friendly again with mom later.  The priority is the girl.

I wonder if your mom friend really 'gets' how her daughter
feels.  I mean it is not uncommon for a 9 or 10 year old to
call an older man their boyfriend and say they want to marry
him.  These crushes are often not taken seriously by parents
and what is said at 9 is in any case, not often repeated at
16.  If the girl still feels the same, is the mother aware
of this?

You appear to envision a happy family situation but things
are not that simple.  It would be interesting to be inside
the head of the mom as she sees you with her daughter, doing
things meant long ago for her.  In my own situation, the
mother basically rejected me because she knew I no longer
loved her but was more interested in the child.  This
interest in the child was not romantic, she is still too
little.  Still, mother was willing to share  the daughter
under her terms: love her first, then the rest would be
available.  This was not possible.  A very close friendship
would have been OK for me, but  the mother now only offered
a distant friendship:  a letter at Christmas, a picture of
the kids, no more than you'd get from a casual acquaintance.
To me that is unacceptable.  I have not answered her
Christmas letter.  There is no point.  I don't want to
_watch_ the girl grow up.  I want to be a real part of her
life somehow.  Of course it is more complicated than this,
but I'd rather not get into it.

--

About Incest

On incest I'd say that 99.9percent (999 out of 1000, for the
arithmetically challenged) of fathers do not practice this
with their daughters.  There is probably an innate sexual
desire and attraction between them which is usually
sublimated into tenderness and protection.  Fathers with
poor impulse control and a lack of understanding that their
role is defined by the latter rather than by the former may
succumb to temptation.  In a situation where no one tells
the girl that incest is bad, she often seems not to realize
it.  She may consider it 'normal.'  When she realizes it is
'taboo', then she is damaged.  No other fathers do that, why
does mine?  Incest with daughters might be OK in certain
situations (the girl is old enough to choose to try it,
probably not until teenage years at the earliest) but in
general is probably not a good idea.

As to brothers and sisters, I don't see the problem.  The
brother is not the father figure.  He is not there to
protect and defend and nurture.  He and his sister are
simply related.  I would think this would offer a good
opportunity for boys and girls to discover each other, to
touch each other's genitals, explore each other's bodies, to
explore the beauty of sex with each other.  I envy the
writer here who got to feel his sisters lovely, small
breasts and learned to pleasure her.  You are a lucky man
and you and your sister should feel privileged to have been
so close to each other.  If I had a son and daughter I might
even possibly encourage them to be together by providing
opportunities for them, such as allowing them to bathe or
take showers together, or just be naked informally together.
If they wished to engage in sexual activity, better to
experiment in the home than with strangers.

As to cousins, that is not incest at all.  In most US states
you can marry your first cousin.  I had a cousin (not a
first cousin, but a more distant one) who at 23 wanted to
have sex with me.  I was her age.  I demurred because of the
relation thing.  "Why not?"  she had asked.  I kick myself
to this day, having broken the first rule of living:
"recognize and seize opportunity."  I did neither.  She was
a slim, hot, dark haired vixen.  My loss.  All because of
"incest" fears.  How dull.

'Easy Rider'
----------------------------------------------------------




'Caitlin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

I've been lurking here for some time but haven't had
anything to add until now.  I enjoy reading about everyone's
thoughts and experiences -- It's nice to know there are
other people out there who feel the same way I do.  I'm in
my mid-thirties but only started to acknowledge my
"tendencies" about three years ago.  Now, in hindsight, I
realize I've been a girl-lover all my life.  I wonder how
many more of us are out there but don't realize it (or won't
admit it to themselves).

We're planning a family vacation next summer and my wife has
given me total choice over the location.  I've decided I
want to go somewhere where I can sit on the beach and watch
young females frolic in the surf all day long!  I'm in
North America so I thought one of the French Caribbean
islands would be a good choice.  Does anyone know otherwise?

Also, how acceptable is it to take snapshots on beaches?
I'll have my wife and kids with me so I would take
some pictures anyway.  If any sweet females end up in the
viewfinder, so much the better...

I'm not sure what to call myself... I guess I'll go with
"Caitlin" for now, in honor of a very sweet girl.

'Caitlin'
----------------------------------------------------------




'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

My life hasn't been terribly exciting lately, but there have
been a few interesting titbits here and there.  I now have a
new job, but it's still in the children's photography
business just for a new company.  I work in a studio of all
females except me.

Unfortunately they're all adults :( They all have children
including little girls though:) I got to meet two of the
little girls the other day.  Kimberly and Chelsey.  Kimberly
is about four or five and has dark brown hair and cute round
face.  She and her brother introduced themselves to me, but
I think her brother was more interested in me than she was,
oh well.

Chelsey I met later that night, she is a talkative three
year old, not terribly attractive, but not ugly.  She is
very intelligent though for her age and well spoken.  She
wasn't at all shy and "chatted my ear off" as her mother put
it.  Chelsey and I spent at least an hour or so building
with building blocks, she was the highlight the evening for
me.  Her mother and I were talking that evening and she said
off-hand-edly that I could borrow her children anytime.  I
didn't say anything and I'm not sure how serious she was,
but I just might have to take her up on that.

In other news my mother and grandmother were discussing my
cousins plan to put her daughter on the pill.  That news
caught my attention, but I pretended not to be interested.
Her daughter is Sonya whom I've spoken of in past.  She'll
be seven in January.

Well that's all for now.  Happiness to all and pleasant geni
thoughts.

'Rasputin's Dog'
----------------------------------------------------------




'endlestar' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Oh man oh man!  finally gonna force myself to reply to a few
things although usually I don't because, after all, how many
times can you express relieved astonishment to find out
other people are going through similar things??  This ASGL-L
may be one of the greatest revolutionary revelations since
the printing press!  thank you thank you thank you!

And having said that, I shall humbly reply to Lloyd:

> ... At my mum's wedding, I was
> accused by my mum of putting the moves on my 13 year old
> cousin after a drink or two too many.  (Well, accused is too
> strong a word, it wasn't an accusation, she just took me
> aside and suggested that I was getting a little too
> "familiar".)  ...

I have had a crush on my cousin since she was 2 years old.
her dad (my uncle) is one of my most favourite people
(although lately I've soberly realized some realistic
imperfections after having idolized him for years)  and we
share a great deal in common.  we don't see each other often
as we live a few hundred miles apart, but every time we meet
it is a special occasion and usually very enjoyable... but I
dare admit (not to him) that I have always enjoyed the
company of his beloved daughter even more.  my height of
sensual attraction and emotional resonance with her was
probably when she was 6 years old.  she is now 13, I am 24,
so that would be when I was 17... I used to think that some
day we would profess our love for one another and her dad
would bless the relationship with realization of our
compatibility.  I see her even more infrequently than I do
her dad, and it's disappointing to me that we weren't
together more often during her younger years, although we
had some very nice times... I won't go into it in detail
although it was nothing more than innocent friendship and
childish flirtation and fun.  but really what more could you
want?  (well, perhaps maybe the freedom to cuddle and
snuggle and touch without freaked-out brainwashed reactions
from otherwise decent people!)

Anyway, I'm looking forward to seeing her again and
wondering what she is like!  what a strange experience,
puberty!  heaven and hell, truth and illusion... parents,
school, friends, social conditioning..

Just a bit to tear your heart out: her dad said she found
drawn on her computer graphics program: "I want a boyfriend
I want a boyfriend I want a boyfriend.." oh gosh little
sweetie I would at least hug you and listen to you and kiss
you and share whatever it is that I am with you.... if she
knew how much I loved her, if I were allowed to confess my
love for her without a label, than the world would be much
nicer.

> Actually, my complete inability to become involved with
> girls is _really_ starting to piss me off.  And I'm not just
> talking about lgs.  I just can't seem to make myself
> approach a girl, and ask her out or anything.  Not even just
> to ask out as a friend or anything, because I'd no that it
> wasn't just that, and I'd assume they'd know too.  I think
> it's probably just the old fear of rejection thing.  ...

No sh*t!  wow I'm great you mentioned it because I wanted to
bring this up.. I've been going through a crazy time of
alienation and silent affection/obsession/confusion
regarding girls of all ages, not to mention all the other
humans as well.  I am ridiculously self-conscious and
sensitive, which means I don't tend to socialize with people
I don't know unless I am relieved-ly exalted and courageous
(sometimes when drunk, other times randomly and quite
soberly).... I do not like playing social games like "hello
how are you" "good thanks and you" "not too bad" etc...
especially when I can feel all sorts of sub-currents that
are often at odds with what is being expressed.... and
unfortunately I don't have any other creative fluff to offer
people to have fun and put them at ease.  my mood is much
more base and intense.  I should mention that I smoke grass
quite frequently and think this is an important factor.
tends to shift your consciousness rather abruptly and with
no predictable relativity to other people and random human
situations.... (but that's why we like it, huh?)

Have I gone off on a tangent?  well, they're all tangents,
aren't they?  before i wander into another area of thought,
I must mention this strange situation i find myself in and
simply MUST KNOW if other people can relate.  it is driving
me crazy, and has gotten so obvious that either I am doomed
or on the verge of rebirth.  anyway here goes:

When I am near a person, I feel their soul and there's the
possibility to go DEEP and CONNECT... eye to eye, human to
human, all is one... very intense... not all people want to
go into this space or even know that it exists (they avoid
it subconsciously)... it makes one vulnerable and could even
be dangerous if you don't have the strength to keep your
energetic integrity... but if there is love, trust and
relaxed good nature in the more "aware" individual who wants
to bring things deeper, than this energy will allow for a
non-threatening experience of comradeship (i.e. the divine
saint, or perhaps somebody high on ecstasy, or maybe even
just an every day nice fellow)...

Now, you may have guessed this by now, but I've got one half
of the puzzle but not the other.  I have been feeling out of
sorts lately, uncomfortable around people, afraid of
judgement.  OK here's the final piece of the riddle: I find
myself psychically blasting them with negative energy,
feelings of hate and selfish arrogant distaste, perhaps
disliking the way they look or hating their imperfections,
or thinking them stupid or somehow inferior to myself.

So do you see the polarity?  I love them so much, but they
hate me; I hate them so much, but try to hide it.  I want to
be honest with them, but unfortunately I'm deranged so as to
make things tolerable I must be false.

Oh strange trap of superficial sensation!  so much of our
pleasures and much of our pain... my best hypothesis is that
I express these judgmental energies because I am unwillingly
immersed in them most of the time -- and I haven't learned
to transmute or ignore them yet so I automatically feed it
back the moment an opportunity arises... does anybody
understand?  it's very frustrating... my inner being doesn't
feel petty or disrespectful and I am embarrassed to express
feelings that aren't genuine... I don't want to hurt
anybody... (or am I over-simplifying things in terms of
opposites?  mirrors and more mirrors..)

-- thank you for bearing with me!  in addition to the
possible relevance of these difficult thoughts to everybody,
I will now belatedly relate this to our topic at hand (those
being cute and cuddly):

Much of my confusion has to do with my love for little girls
and the feelings of oppression and non-reality that this
world gives me... this feeling so beautiful and pure but you
can't discuss with most others, and that you may even get
beaten or thrown in jail for!  this can make a person bitter
and confused.  and that may be one reason why I can't
fu**ing look a person in the eye without feeling like the
scum of the earth with the biggest secret that ever was; my
deepest love and highest inspiration considered perverted
and lecherous; pathetic with my useless passions and
impossible dreams...

That's why this ASGL-L is so nice because now at least we
can talk about things honestly.

Oh man that was long rant.  I hope I haven't scared anybody.

--

> But I just seem to be stuck as a voyeur.  The incident with the

Yeah that seems to be one of the nasty side-effects of
girl-love, don't it?  I wonder why more people don't talk
about it.  we are forced to be secretive about our desires
so often we end up looking, and it can get obsessive.  my
god not to mention nude internet-stuff... we've got to be
careful not to let ourselves become anti-social... but the
flip-side is EVERYBODY LIKES TO LOOK, everybody is CURIOUS
about each other and has every right to be!  let's fucking
get over it and quit pretending that we humans don't
interest each other!  we've got to get on with it and the
only way to do it is to get to know one another!  geez

> European girl on the boat is a prime example.  The situation
> was perfect, but I didn't take it.  Sure, her parents were
> there, and I guess that put me off a little.  But it wasn't
> just that.  I just _couldn't_ male myself talk to her or
> anything.  The night after that, I cried myself to sleep I
> was so depressed.  I just sort "That's it.  One of the most
> beautiful girls you've ever seen, and now you'll never see
> her again."  I get this kind of bizarre optimism/pessimism
> thing.  I sort of imagine what the situation could be like,
> how great it could be, blh blah blahy.  And then I think
> "Hang on a sec, there's absolutely no way she'd ever be
> interested in me, so it wouldn't work."  I seem to live my
> whole life in fantasy - I prefer it to real life, but I
> think it almost stops me from having a life.  I don't know,
> I'm just going through a self-loathing stage at the minute.

Hey self-loathing!  OK I guess I wasn't on a tangent after
all... now seriously, though, I just wanted to say I've been
similar situations... how do you know get to know somebody
when the place is crawling with robots dressed as 'proper
citizens'?  besides, how does one sensitively deal with
boundaries?  how forceful and manipulative should you be?
and I'm not just talking about crude child-molesters, I'm
talking about your average acquaintance who engages you in a
conversation!!  after all, isn't all interaction spiced with
manipulation?  (that's why shy people are often just overly
considerate.)

What a strange predicament we are in, post Adam-and-Eve,
21st century, post-modern immature man and woman.... to be a
beautiful girl, dressing up all pretty-like (although just a
bag of flesh and bones), confident in your beauty that you
had nothing to do with (just a gift from god)... what a
contrast, beauty and ugliness, inside and outside... but
anyway, it irritates me to see beautiful girls being lusted
after by pathetic innocent sex-crazed men, particularly
because I am embarrassed to admit that I am one, and I am
sorry for the girls who have no say in the matter and also
the boys for the same reason.  what a duplicitous god who
enjoys games of love!

> ... She sits with her
> knees up, whilst wearing a skirt.  Oh yes!  So I make my way
> towards the smaller boats, turning my head to her as I pass.
> Three feet of air, and thin cotton printed with those
> "Forever Friends" bears, are between my face and her little
> geni.  ((C) Tsarevitch) Ah, the subtle curves from her
> little buttocks up between her thighs.  Bliss.  I then turn
> on my heel, and pass her again as I head back to my family.
> Checking out the first lg as I do so.  I rejoin my family.

Wow I could read that over and over again forever.  you know
it friend!!  fu** yes, if you say such things I know I'm not
crazy.  how could anybody not be turned on by those perfect
curves, tender skin and sweet smells..

Why do they display themselves so recklessly?!  what a
bewildering blend of exhibitionism and carelessness!
innocence and flirtation!  this paradox exemplifies the
primal magic of little girls.  what a powerful blend.  play
and power.  very dangerous.  this is why such sensuality is
repressed.

> ... Then our cat wandered into the
> room.  I love cats, and our cat is really friendly, and
> likes me.  So I called her over, and started to stroke her.
> Of course, my princess was fascinated, and came over to me
> and we had fun stroking the p... cat (Writing a sentence
> featuring the words "little girl", "stroke" and "pussy"
> could lead to all sorts of legal problems, so I'll let you
> come up with your own innuendoes). Each times our hands
> touched as we played with the cat I felt a little frisson of
> pleasure, but luckily she didn't notice the effect she was
> having on me.  It was fabulous.  ...

I just realized that you *did* indeed write a sentence that
contained all three potentially subversive words!  oh well
if big brother's listening, I'm sure he's got a hard-on by
now.

But anyway yes of course little girls tend to love cats, not
to mention most furry animals.  likewise, I have a theory
that pedophiles tend to like animals for their refreshing
honesty and primal awareness.  am I right?  I for one LOVE
animals and find their non-human consciousness a tonic to my
bewildered psyche.

Oh gosh enough for now my eyes are dry and my mouth is
yawning.  god bless you all and may truth find us even as we
play hide-and-seek...

'endlestar'
----------------------------------------------------------



'Heather' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

In the wake of the British riots against sex offenders and
suspected sex offenders, I've started a new site dedicated
to preventing violence against minor-attracted adults.
(Sorry, guys, but I felt that "pedophiles" was the most
appropriate word in this case, since the site is about all
minor-attracted adults not just boy-lovers and girl-lovers
and is aimed at the general public.  Within the site itself,
I refer to minor-attracted adults, with an occasional
reference to pedophiles and pederasts.)

The site links to news articles and editorials on violence
of this sort in the U.K., the U.S., and the world, with two
very long pages devoted to the Name and Shame riots.  I've
also provided links to organizations that have stated their
opposition to violence against minor-attracted adults.

Do note that Prevent Violence Against Pedophiles has a
banner at the bottom of the home page that you're welcome to
use at your own sites, in order to show that you oppose such
violence.

PVAP is the latest in the Philia sites, which have their own
domain now.  Several of the sites have just been updated;
here's the full list:

Philia (the Greek word for friendship) covers news from
religious support groups for adults who are attracted to
minors.  The magazine also covers interfaith news that may
be of interest to members of those groups.  News about
religious boy-lovers and girl-lovers, and those who work
with them, is regularly covered.

Unconditional Love provides interfaith resources for adults
who are attracted to minors.  A section is devoted to
boy-lovers and girl-lovers.

Sex Offender Recovery Links is self-explanatory.  One topic
covered at the site may be of special interest to the
members of this forum, because it has helped to shape public
policy toward minor-attracted adults: recidivism rates for
sex offenders.  I've provided links to all of the major
government and scientific studies I could find on the
subject.

Daring Dialogue lists forums, both religious and secular,
where people may engage in dialogue with adults who are
attracted to minors  or where you guys may engage in
dialogue with non-child-lovers.

Prevent Violence Against Pedophiles is the latest.  The home
page to all of these sites is:

http://www.philianews.org

While I have your attention, I'd like to extend a request
that members of this forum keep their eye out for items that
would be suitable for my sites.  Here is what I'm looking
for the most:

1) News articles and editorials on vigilante violence
against adults who are attracted to minors or those who are
mistaken for them.  If these articles happen to be in a
foreign language that you can translate, a translation would
be much welcome.

2) News articles on religious responses to minor-attracted
adults.  I'm especially looking for "positive" news:
articles describing well-meant efforts by religious people
to provide some sort of assistance to minor-attracted
adults.  (In deciding what articles might interest me, you
need not pass judgement on whether the above-mentioned
efforts will have good or bad results; I leave that sort of
judgement to my readers.)  This includes general statements
by religious organizations on pedophilia and pederasty.
Again, translations of foreign-language articles would be
welcome.

3) News on support groups for religious minor-attracted
adults.  If you're part of a religious support group
(including Internet forums), and something happens at your
group that might be of interest to outsiders, I'd like to
know.  If you're part of a secular support group (including
Internet forums), and something happens at your group that
might affect the religious members of the group (either
positively or negatively), I'd like to know.  Of course, I'm
not talking about confidential information  just information
that is open to the public.

The last two items are for my Philia magazine, which is
interfaith (including nontheistic philosophies such as
Humanism and Ethical Culture).  I'm especially in need of
non-Christian items.

If you find anything that you think might be of use, you can
e-mail me (my e-mail address is at my Web sites).

'Heather'
----------------------------------------------------------




'Brian' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

'?' wrote:
>I once saw a cartoon from Playboy that showed a girl
>of perhaps 12 walking away from the home of a 50-ish
>year old man standing on the porch smoking a pipe
>with a very smug look on his face.  The girl looks
>back at him and says "You call *that* a
>molestation?"

>Do you know where that cartoon is located?  I don't
>remember.

That sounds a bit like the old Mayfair cartoon in Vol. 15,
No. 5, on page 123.  [Mayfair was a legal popular British
"adult nudes" magazine in the 1970s and 80s, although it
did feature young-looking girls stripping from schoolgirl
uniforms in a couple of issues. ].  In it, a Father and
Son are walking past a Mother and 12 y.o Daughter.  The
Son is visualising what the Mother would look like naked,
with her full breasts and pubic hair, while the Father is
visualising the Daughter naked, with her barely developed
breasts and little patch of pubic hair.

Somehow I can't see any magazine printing a cartoon like
that these days!

'Brian'
-----------------------------------------------------




'Beauregard Pepys' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

'Bungle' wrote, about "?", a 55 y o who loves LGs:
> >Recently, I was at a junior girls sports event, "perving",
> >in particular, a 13yo girl named Emma (more of whom in a
> >future masturbation fantasy).
>
> Excuse me for saying so, but I think your behaviour is
> shading into dangerous territories. Lurking in the
> woods, getting into the sort of dangerous exhibitionist
> behaviour which is almost certain to attract any
> off-duty state policeman who are often to be found at
> such events

My sense is "?" is hoping to be caught.  His post was full
of self-recrimination, even calling his behaviour "perving"
and describing himself getting jailed for what he fantasized
doing to the girl.  He also kept acting out even after the
girl and her mother had noticed him, a sure way to get in
trouble.  I think it's a cry for help.  It could be that he
is also fantasizing about being almost caught to heighten
his pleasure, but he does need to examine his motives in
causing discomfort to the girl and make her never want to
sunbathe in public again.  (I have a friend who is a
Chicana, or Mexican-American.  She has a beautiful body but
always wears coveralls and sweaters, even hiking boots.  I
discovered why when I saw her one time in a dress.  Wherever
we went men leered at her and called out to her.  Because of
these jerks the rest of us are denied quietly appreciating
her body.)

> - it's all too sordid and
> boundary-pushing, and so I wonder also if you are on the
> verge of dehumanising the girls you fantasise about, to
> the point of considering enacting your fantasies by
> dragging an unwilling girl into "the woods" ?  I guess
> we all have sexual fantasies in which we go a little
> further than we might in "real life", but I get the
> impression that fantasy and real life are blurring for
> you ?  Tell me I'm wrong ?

Well put, Bungle.  I've been there and got carried away in
the past a few times as a voyeur and had the cops called on
me, but managed to get away.  Last time I was simply taking
photos in public when I got shaken down by two cops.
Fortunately I have no prior record so they let me go.  I
felt it best to give up public photography after this.  A
similar incident years ago cured me of spying in windows.  I
also just got away but it brought me to my senses.

Fortunately the Internet provides a bedroom window to peep
into when you have the urge, without hurting anyone.

Love little girls, but don't harm them.

'Bo'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Andrej' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello! This is Andrej.

Just to let you know that there is a new book published this
year (2000) and it's called: "The Friendly Stranger: How One
Man Became a Pedophile" written by John Veteran, his first
book, I think (ISBN: 0-533-13025-5).  It is a work of
fiction and I *think* it is about boy-love (?).

Also there is a great article (actually two of them) in new
issue of 'Index of Censorship', No.  5, 2000.  The title of
whole issue as well as of the series of articles is
"Manufacturing Monsters".  In this issue, pedophiles are not
the only monsters discussed but they have two articles
dedicated to them.  First article is: "Some Thoroughly
Modern Monsters" by Stanley Cohen and the other one is:
"Monstermania and Tabloid Antics" by Roy Greenslade.  In
this second article, there is even a letter from the real
pedophile in which he explains how pedophile is not the same
as child rapist or child killer and how pedophiles really
love and care for children.  When I read it I couldn't
believe they would publish something so bold and so open as
this letter.  And there are even a pictures of children
carrying the signs with the messages like 'Kill the
paedophiles' or 'Hang them' like the ones you could see
recently in the British tabloids when the recent witch-hunt
on pedophiles begun.

Also in the new issue of "Nude & Natural", No. 20.1, there
is an article "When a Picture's Worth a Thousand Worries" by
Paul Rapoport.  It talks about nude pictures of children
being labelled child porn.

That is, for now.  All the best from Andrej!

'Andrej'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Head in Clouds' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

I am looking for a poem about a paedophile, which is called
"Eh, Dad, we've got a new teacher!", which is by the British
(?)  poet, Mike Short.  If anyone has it, or even an url for
it, could you post it to ASGL-L please ?

'Head in Clouds'
--------------------------------------------------------------





--
ASGL-L
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UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

October 29th 2000

_Plan for police 'stings' raises human rights fears_

MINISTERS are drawing up plans to allow police to use
entrapment to catch criminals in a legal change that
will provoke protests about civil liberties.

They want police to have more freedom to mount "sting"
operations to lure people into incriminating
themselves.  The powers would initially be used to
target paedophiles who use internet chatrooms to
arrange meetings with vulnerable children.  The change
would allow officers to pose as children to trap
visitors.

At present it is not expressly illegal for police to
use entrapment provided they have "overwhelming
evidence" of a specific crime from other sources before
launching an operation.

However, in practice it is rare because evidence gained
by "soliciting a crime to be committed" is almost
always ruled inadmissible by judges.

Under the new rules, which could be to be introduced in
the next parliament if New Labour wins the election,
British police would be able to use what their American
colleagues call the "light and moth" tactic.  It would
mean, in essence, that police could "trawl" for
offences.

Government lawyers believe that potential clashes with
the European Convention on Human Rights, which was
incorporated into British law on October 2nd, can be
overcome.

Ministers envisage the initial formation of specialist
units, such as those run by the FBI and American police
forces, in which officers are trained to impersonate
the internet postings and reactions of children.

Senior legal figures reacted with disquiet over the
proposals to allow police to use entrapment.  Lord
Justice Saville, a law lord, said: "I am not in favour
of entrapment, and most judges would react with extreme
caution because it offends the British sense of
justice.  "Certainly, I would have thought there would
be repercussions as far as the European Human Rights
Act is concerned.  The Article 6 fair trial provisions
make it clear that it is unfair to trap people."

George Gardner, partner at London law firm Tarlo Lyons
is anxious that a balance is found between individual
privacy rights and the English principle of innocent
until proven guilty.  He argued "most of us would not
rob a bank, but if we found 50 on the street, would we
hand it in to the police?  Entrapment could encourage
people to cross a line that they wouldn't do if left to
their own devices".

Yaman Akdeniz, director of Cyber-rights and
Cyber-Liberties says the UK already has a good record
on catching Internet paedophiles using existing law.
"When you look at UK statistics, there have been a
considerable number of prosecutions since 1994 without
entrapment tactics."  Akdeniz said there have been 500
convictions made against British paedophiles in the
last two years.

The Association of Chief Police Officers (ACPO) and the
National Crime Intelligence Squad (NCIS) have
recommended the introduction of a specialised Internet
Crime Unit that would deal specifically with net
paedophiles.  The proposal failed to receive any
funding under the recent budget review.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Court of Appeals says child nudism magazines not obscene_

_Appeals court reverses a ruling on the seizure of
two European publications._

A federal appeals court yesterday invalidated a
government seizure of 264 photo magazines documenting
the nudism lifestyle in France and Germany.

In March 1998, customs officials in Jersey City, N.J.,
inspected a shipment of two large boxes to book
distributor Alessandra's Smile Inc.  Officials
discovered the boxes contained French and German nudist
magazines.  The magazines contained numerous photos of
nude persons, including male and female minors, in
naturalistic settings.  The U.S. Attorney's Office in
New Jersey determined the magazines were obscene and
instituted seizure-and-forfeiture proceedings to take
possession of the materials.

In March 1999, Alessandra's Smile filed a motion
seeking return of the property.  In December 1999, U.S.
District Judge Joseph A.  Greenaway determined the
materials were legally obscene and could properly be
seized by government officials.

Yesterday the three-judge panel of the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Third Circuit unanimously reversed
December's decision.

U. S. Circuit Judge Leonard I.  Garth wrote that the
magazines deserved First Amendment protection because
of their "political value" championing "nudists'
alternative lifestyle."

"Even a most conservative, straitlaced and puritanical
viewer of the photographs could not responsibly claim
that the photographs are 'lewd' or that they give the
impression that the subjects are 'sexually unchaste or
licentious,' " Garth wrote.  "We are of the firm
conviction that the District Court clearly erred
because [the magazines] contain photographs of nudist
children around the world engaged in activities typical
of children."

Garth wrote that the European magazines were similar to
_Naturally_, a nudist magazine published in New Jersey,
and that the nudist magazines "primarily focused on
children's activities, not only the children's bodies."

It was noted that the seized materials were not as
sexually provocative as the images in David Hamilton's
photography book *Age of Innocence*, which the
government had not claimed was obscene.

The opinion governs federal judges in New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

In reversing U.S. District Judge Joseph A. Greenaway,
the court ordered the magazines returned to New York
City importer Alessandra's Smile.

Eugene Nathanson, attorney for the book distributor,
said: "I am pleased that the 3rd Circuit judges were
more offended by the government officials seizing the
materials than by the content of the materials.
Hopefully, after this decision, at least in the 3rd
Circuit, government officials will be less rabid about
seizing materials that they think might somehow qualify
as child pornography or obscenity."

Calls to the U.S. attorney's office in New Jersey were
not returned.

--

Full ruling:


United States of America v.  Various Articles of
Merchandise, Schedule No.  287

Alessandra's Smile, Inc., Appellant

Case No.  00-5124

United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2000 U.S. App.  LEXIS 26627

October 23, 2000

[*1] On Appeal from the United States District Court for the
District of New Jersey.  (D.C. Civ.  No.  98-01559).
District Judge: Honorable Joseph A.  Greenaway.


Disposition: Reversed District Court's order of December 30,
1999 and directed District Court to enter judgment for
Alessandra's Smile and to take all necessary steps to
restore seized magazines to Alessandra's Smile.

Judges: Sloviter, Scirica and Garth, Circuit Judges.


Opinion of the Court by Garth, Circuit Judge:

This appeal concerns 264 nudist magazines that were imported
to the United States from France and Germany.  The issue on
appeal is whether those magazines are obscene and are
therefore subject to seizure and forfeiture under 19

U. S.C. @ 1305.  The District Court found that the magazines
were obscene and ordered their forfeiture.  We hold
otherwise and, therefore, reverse.

I.

On March 25, 1998, at the Customs international Mail [*2]
Facility in Jersey City, New Jersey, United States Customs
Inspector Robert Maloney ("Inspector Maloney") discovered a
shipment of two large boxes addressed to Alessandra's Smile,
625 Broadway 7D, New York, New York, 10012.  Inspector
Maloney opened the packages and examined their contents.
The contents of the boxes included, inter alia, 264
magazines, all entitled either Jeunes et Naturels or Jung
und Frei (the "magazines").  The magazines, which are either
in French or German, are devoted to nudists' lifestyles.
All of the magazines contain numerous photographs of nude
persons, including adult males and females as well as nude
minors and nude teenagers.

Subsequent to Inspector Maloney's discovery, Special
Assistant United States Attorney Steven L.  D'Alessandro of
the United States Attorney's Office for the District of New
Jersey examined the magazines and determined that all 264
magazines were obscene.  The magazines were then seized
pursuant to 19

U. S.C. @ 1305(a), which prohibits importation into the
United States from a foreign country of "any obscene book,
pamphlet, paper, writing, advertisement, circular, print,
picture, drawing,[etc.]" and subjects such [*3] articles to
seizure and forfeiture.

The Government filed a Verified Complaint in the United
States District Court for the District of New Jersey on
April 7, 1998, alleging that the content of the magazines is
obscene and that, therefore, the magazines are subject to
seizure and forfeiture under 19 U.S.C. @ 1305.  Appellant
Alessandra's Smile, Inc.  ("Alessandra's Smile") filed a
Verified Answer with the Clerk of the Court on March 17,
1999 and a claim for the return of its property.

On February 23, 1999, the parties stipulated to all the
relevant facts but, without waiving their rights to appeal,
left open for ultimate determination whether the seized
materials were obscene.  They also consented to the District
Court entering a judgment without a hearing after the
District Court had ruled.  The parties agreed that the
following books are regularly available for purchase within
the jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the
District of New Jersey: David Hamilton, The Age of
Innocence; David Hamilton, Twenty-Five Years of an Artist;
and Radiant Identities, Photographs by Jock Sturges.  In
addition, it is undisputed that Naturally Nude Recreation
Magazine [*4] ("Naturally"), published by Naturally Nude
Recreation, located in Newfoundland, New Jersey, is
distributed within the jurisdiction of the United States
District Court for the District of New Jersey.

The District Court entered an Order on December 30, 1999
stating that "the materials subject to the claim of
Alessandra are obscene and were imported in violation of 19
U.S.C. @ 1305 and shall be forfeited to the Government and
destroyed."  The District Court issued an Opinion
supplementing the Order on February 22, 2000, in which the
District Court discussed each prong of the obscenity test
announced in Miller v.  California, 413 U.S. 15, 37 L.  Ed.
2d 419, 93 S. Ct. 2607 (1973), and determined that the
magazines met all three prongs of the test.  Alessandra's
Smile filed a timely Notice of Appeal on February 24, 2000.

II.

Under Miller, "the basic guidelines for the trier of fact"
to determine whether a work is obscene and, therefore,
subject to state regulation, are as follows:

(a) whether "the average person, applying contemporary
community standards" would find that the work, taken as a
whole, appeals to the prurient interest;

(b) whether [*5]  the work depicts or describes, in a
patently offensive way, sexual conduct specifically defined
by the applicable state law; and (c) whether the work, taken
as a whole, lacks serious literary, artistic, political, or
scientific value.

Miller v.  California, 413 U.S. 15, 24, 37 L.  Ed.  2d 419,
93 S. Ct. 2607 (1973) (internal citations omitted).  We
agree with the Second Circuit that all three prongs of the
Miller test must be satisfied for a work to be found
obscene.  See United States v.  Various Articles of Obscene
Merchandise, Schedule No.  2102, 709 F.2d 132, 135 (2d Cir.
1983).

The first question we must answer is, what is our standard
of review of the District Court's order?

In Bose Corporation v.  Consumers Union of United States,
Inc., the Supreme Court stated that "in cases raising First
Amendment issues we have repeatedly held that an appellate
court has an obligation to 'make an independent examination
of the whole record' in order to make sure that 'the
judgment does not constitute a forbidden intrusion on the
field of free expression.'  " 466

U. S. 485, 499, 104 S. Ct. 1949, 80 L.  Ed.  2d 502 (1984).
Therefore, though Rule 52(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure [*6]  and, indeed, the Supreme Court and our own
jurisprudence, see, e.g., Pullman-Standard v.  Swint, 456
U.S. 273, 287, 72 L.  Ed.  2d 66, 102 S. Ct. 1781 (1982);
Levendos v.  Stern Entertainment, Inc., 909 F.2d 747, 749
(3d Cir.  1990), instruct that a District Court's findings
of fact "shall not be set aside unless clearly erroneous,"
Fed.R.Civ.P. 52(a), "in[obscenity] cases, the Court has
regularly conducted an independent review of the record both
to be sure that the speech in question actually falls within
the unprotected category and to confine the perimeters of
any unprotected category within acceptably narrow limits in
an effort to ensure that protected expression will not be
inhibited."  Bose Corp., 466 U.S. at 505.

In other words, when the fact finder, judge or jury, applies
the Miller guidelines and determines that material is
obscene, the appellate court must review the record
independently to ensure that the determination does not
violate the First Amendment.  In conducting its independent
review of a fact finder's determination of obscenity, an
appellate court may not reverse the determination because it
might have decided the case differently,  [*7] as long as
the determination of obscenity does not violate the First
Amendment.  As the Court observed in Miller, "the mere fact
juries may reach different conclusions as to the same
material does not mean that constitutional rights are
abridged."  413 U.S. 15, 26 n.9, 93 S. Ct. 2607, 37 L.  Ed.
2d 419 (1973).  Therefore, we are obliged to review
independently the record to determine whether the District
Court curtailed protected speech in its determination that
the magazines were obscene.

As we have stated, Bose Corp.  established that appellate
courts must conduct independent review of fact finders'
determinations of obscenity to evaluate whether [*8]  the
determinations violate the First Amendment.  However, the
Court has not made clear precisely how this independent
review applies to the three prongs of the Miller test.  In
Miller, the Court characterized parts (a) and (b) of the
test as "essentially questions of fact."  413 U.S. at 30.
However, in Jenkins v.  Georgia, the Supreme Court read
Miller to hold that part

(b) of the Miller formula is nevertheless subject to
independent appellate review.  The Court noted, "even though
questions of appeal to the 'prurient interest' or of patent
offensiveness are 'essentially questions of fact,' it would
be a serious misreading of Miller to conclude that juries
have unbridled discretion in determining what is 'patently
offensive.'  " 418 U.S. 153, 160, 94

S. Ct. 2750, 41 L.  Ed.  2d 642 (1974).  Indeed, in Jenkins,
the Court, in its review, overturned the jury's
determination that the film Carnal Knowledge was obscene.
In doing so, it said, "our own viewing of the film satisfies
us that Carnal Knowledge could not be found under the Miller
standards to depict sexual conduct in a patently offensive
way," i.e., it could not, as a matter of constitutional law,
be found to meet part (b) of the Miller test [*9] ("the work
depicts ..., in a patently offensive way, sexual conduct
..."). 418 U.S. at 161.

As to part (c) of the Miller test, the Supreme Court
observed in Smith v.  United States that a fact finder's
determination that a work "lacks serious literary, artistic,
political, or scientific value" is "particularly amenable to
appellate review."  431 U.S. 291, 305, 97 S. Ct. 1756, 52 L.
Ed.  2d 324 (1977).

Therefore, instructed by the Supreme Court's teachings in
Jenkins and Smith, we hold that we have an independent
review of parts (b) and (c) of the Miller test.  Part (a) of
the Miller test ("whether ..., applying contemporary
community standards, ... the work ... appeals to the
prurient interest"), on the other hand, is a particularly
factual inquiry that does not, on its own, implicate the
First Amendment.

Accordingly, we will review the District Court's factual
findings under part

(a) for clear error and exercise plenary review over its
legal conclusions, and we will also exercise plenary review
over the District Court's determinations with respect to
parts (b) and (c) of the Miller test.

III.

As a preliminary matter and to dispose of an issue which, in
the context of this appeal,  [*10]  we hold to be
irrelevant, we turn first to the District Court's conception
that the depiction of minors in the magazines affects the
manner in which the Miller test is to be applied.  Before
applying the Miller test to determine if the seized
magazines were obscene, the District Court stated:

In this case, each of the two hundred sixty-four Magazines
at issue contains numerous photographs of nude children and
juveniles.  This fact materially affects the manner in which
the Miller test is applied.  Indeed, as noted by the Third
Circuit in United States v.  Knox, 32 F.3d 733 (3d Cir.
1994), the Supreme Court relaxes the Miller obscenity test
when pornographic material portrays minors, since the
Government's interest in "safeguarding the physical and
psychological well-being of a minor is compelling."  ...
Although the Government is pursuing forfeiture of these
materials on that basis that they are obscene, rather than
child pornography, its ultimate purpose is no less
compelling.

(Dist.  Ct. Op.  at 8-9.)

United States v.  Knox arose out of a criminal action
brought under federal child pornography laws.  In that case,
we considered whether videotapes which depicted [*11]
children whose genitals and pubic areas were "always
concealed by an abbreviated article of clothing," 32 F.3d at
737, could come within the purview of the federal child
pornography laws proscribing a "lascivious exhibition of the
genitals and pubic area."  See 18 U.S.C. @ 2256(2)(E).

In discussing the Miller test for obscenity and its
application to the constitutionality of child pornography
laws, we stated in Knox that government regulation of
obscene materials is limited by the three-part Miller test.
Regarding child pornography statutes, however, we noted that
"the Supreme Court allows the states and Congress greater
leeway to regulate and proscribe pornography that depicts
minors as distinguished from adults since the harmful
effects suffered by a child are palpably more severe."  32
F.3d at 749; see also New York v.  Ferber, 458 U.S. 747,
756, 73 L.  Ed.  2d 1113, 102 S. Ct. 3348 (1982) (holding
that "the States are entitled to greater leeway in the
regulation of pornographic depictions of children").

The District Court erred in interpreting Knox to mean that
the Miller standard could be relaxed in cases such as the
[*12]  present case, where the magazines were seized under
19 U.S.C. @ 1305.  That statute provides for seizure of
obscene materials, not seizure of child pornography.
Significantly, in United States v.  12 200-Ft.  Reels of
Super 8mm.  Film, decided the same year as Miller, the
Supreme Court held that the Miller test should be applied in
determining the constitutionality of seizure of materials
under 19 U.S.C. @ 1305.  413 U.S. 123, 129-30, 93 S. Ct.
2665, 37 L.  Ed.  2d 500 (1973) ("We have today arrived at
standards for testing the constitutionality of state
legislation regulating obscenity.  See Miller v.
California, ante, 413 U.S. at 23--25.  These standards are
applicable to federal legislation.").

It is evident, therefore, that the issue of whether seizure
of the magazines violated the First Amendment must be
analyzed under the Miller test and not under a Knox child
pornography standard.  It is for the prosecutors, not the
courts, to select those laws under which the Government
brings actions, see,

e.g., In re Richards, 213 F.3d 773, 782 (3d Cir.  2000),
and we should not and will not analyze nor decide this case
as if it were brought under child pornography laws [*13]  --
which it was not.  The magazines were seized as offending
the obscenity statute, not as offending child pornography
statutes.  Accordingly, we must review the propriety of that
seizure only under Miller.

A.

Part (a) of the Miller test asks whether the average person,
applying contemporary community standards, would find that
the work, taken as a whole, appeals to the prurient
interest.  The District Court answered this question in the
affirmative.

At the outset, we observe that the District Court apparently
believed that the magazines were intended for adults who
desired to look at the photographs of nude children for
their own "prurient interest."  Hence, the District Court
based its finding of prurience in part on the fact that
warning labels are attached to two of eleven magazines [*14]
(Exhibits A-K) submitted to the court for review.  Those
labels state that sale of the magazines is prohibited to
minors.  The labels, coupled with the small typefaces in the
magazines and the magazines' overall layout and design, led
the District Court to conclude that the magazines were
intended for adults, not minors.  The District Court also
observed that, because the magazines are in French and
German, not English, they are being targeted towards an
American audience "focused ... on ... the relentless
presentation of naked children and the exposition of their
genitals."  It also held that "the focus of these Magazines
is the photographs, and not the text."  (Dist.  Ct. Op.  at
10-11.)  Even if it were true that the magazines were
produced and published for adult consumption, that fact does
not dictate that they appeal to the prurient interest.

Whether the magazines are targeted to minors or adults, to
the extent that the photographs are of children, they are
primarily focused on children's activities, not on the
children's bodies.  Children are shown swimming, boating,
exercising, playing with beach balls, having picnics,
swinging on jungle gyms, building sand castles, riding
bicycles, playing guitar, riding horses, and playing such
sports as tennis, volleyball, miniature golf, and baseball.
The magazines depict nudist children in various geographical
locations, such as Canada, Hawaii, Brazil, France, Denmark,
Hungary, the Czech Republic, Russia, and Australia.  We are
of the firm conviction that the District Court clearly erred
in finding that these magazines appeal to the prurient
interest ecause they contain photographs of nudist children
around the world engaged in activities [*16]  typical of
children.

A comparison of the seized magazines with the magazine
Naturally, a nudist publication, reinforces our position.
Naturally was among the exhibits ostensibly perused by the
District Court but not claimed by the Government nor held by
the District Court to be obscene.  Admittedly with more text
and fewer photographs, Naturally also depicts nudists
engaged in various everyday activities and features
photographs of people at nudist resorts all over the world.
Though Naturally does not have as many photographs of nude
minors as the magazines at issue here, it does contain
several photographs of nude children and adolescents.
Naturally is sold in the District of New Jersey and, in fact
is even published in Newfoundland, New Jersey.

We have stated that "[a] finding of fact is clearly
erroneous when, after reviewing the evidence, the court of
appeals is 'left with a definite and firm conviction that a
mistake has been committed.'  " Oberti v.  Board of Ed.  of
Borough of Clementon Sch.  Dist., 995 F.2d 1204, 1220 (3d
Cir.  1993); see also United States v.  United States Gypsum
Co., 333 U.S. 364, 395, 92 L.  Ed.  746, 68

S. Ct. 525 (1948).  After having [*17]  looked at all the
exhibits in evidence, we are indeed left with "a definite
and firm conviction" that the District Court erred in
finding that the magazines were obscene under part (a) of
the Miller test.  These magazines, as we have observed, no
more appeal to the prurient interest than does the
publication Naturally.  Therefore, even though the "prurient
interest" standard of Miller requires deference to the
District Court in its fact-finding role, see United States
v.  Duliga, 204 F.3d 97, 100 (3d Cir.  2000), we hold that
the District Court has committed clear error here.  [*18]

B.

We earlier called attention to our adherence to the
requirement that all three prongs of the Miller test must be
met before a work may be held to be obscene.  See text
supra, at p.  4.  Having now determined that the District
Court erroneously found, under part (a) of the Miller
standard, that the magazines appealed to the prurient
interest, we could stop at this point and reverse the
District Court's December 30, 1999 order in favor of the
Government.  However, because of the nature of the subject
matter on appeal and the fact that our decision has First
Amendment implications, as well as the possibility that
subsequent publications may be received in the United States
and seized by the Government as obscene, we will complete
our analysis under Miller.  We thus turn to part (b) of the
Miller test -- whether the magazines depict, in a patently
offensive way, sexual conduct.

The Supreme Court emphasized in Miller that "no one will be
subject to prosecution for the sale or exposure of obscene
materials unless these materials depict or describe patently
offensive 'hard core' sexual conduct."  413 U.S. at 27.  The
Court, recognizing the difficulty and the dangers of
attempting [*19]  to regulate any form of expression, gave a
few examples of what a state statute could define for
regulation under part (b) of the Miller standard:

(a) Patently offensive representations or descriptions of
ultimate sexual acts, normal or perverted, actual or
simulated.

(b) Patently offensive representation or descriptions of
masturbation, excretory functions, and lewd exhibition of
the genitals.

413 U.S. at 25.  New Jersey has adopted this language,
defining obscene material as material which "depicts or
describes in a patently offensive way, ultimate sexual acts,
normal or perverted, actual or simulated, masturbation,
excretory functions, or lewd exhibition of the genitals."
N.J.S.A. @ 2C:34-2(a)(1)(a).

The District Court concluded that the photographs found in
the seized magazines depict "a lewd exhibition of the
genitals," which is "sexual conduct" as defined by the
Supreme Court in Miller and by the New Jersey legislature,
and that the depiction "is patently offensive to the
contemporary community standards of this district."  (Dist.
Ct. Op.  at 12.)

The District Court chose to use the six-factor test
announced in United States

v. Dost, 636 F.  Supp.  828 (S.D.Cal. 1986), [*20]  in
determining that the magazines depicted "a lewd exhibition
of the genitals."  It did so because a 1989 Third Circuit
case, United States v.  Villard, 885 F.2d 117, 121-22 (3d
Cir.  1989), had used the Dost test to interpret the meaning
of the phrase "lascivious exhibition of the genitals or
pubic area."  However, neither Dost nor Villard have direct
relevance to the issues that we must decide.  Both cases
were child pornography cases and, as Villard properly held,
the test for child pornography differs dramatically from the
Miller test for obscenity.  See Villard, 885 F.2d at 120,
122 (noting that "the test for child pornography is separate
from the obscenity standard enunciated in Miller" and that
"an exhibition of the genitals need not meet the standard
for obscenity in order to be considered lascivious [in the
child pornography context]").  This being so, we will
examine part (b) of the Miller test without reference to the
Dost factors.  [*21]

We will first consider, as did the District Court, whether
any of the photographs in the magazines depict a "lewd
exhibition of the genitals."  In deciding this issue, it is
helpful to consider the definitions of the terms"
exhibition" and lewd," neither of which are defined in
Miller or in the New Jersey obscenity statute.  Webster's
Third New International Dictionary defines "exhibition" as
"an act or instance of showing, evincing, or showing off."
The dictionary defines the term "lewd" as "sexually unchaste
or licentious," "suggestive of or tending to moral
looseness," and "inciting to sensual desire or imagination."

Initially, we must point out that many of the photographs in
the magazines do not depict genitalia at all.  There are
many photographs of nude women and girls, and several of
these photographs show the subjects' pubic areas, but none
of [*22]  the photographs of females, no matter their age,
show their genitalia.  Several of the photographs of boys,
on the other hand, do show their genitals.  However, though
one can see boys' genitals in some of the photographs, they
are neither being "exhibited" nor "shown off."  The fact
that their genitals are visible is incidental to their being
nude, but it is not the focal point of any of the
photographs.

Moreover, in our opinion, even a most conservative,
straight-laced, and puritanical viewer of the photographs
could not responsibly claim that the photographs are "lewd"
or that they give the impression that the subjects are
"sexually unchaste or licentious."  It is true that the
subjects in some of the photographs are posed for the
camera, but they are not posed in a way "suggestive of moral
looseness."  All of the photographs are of smiling, happy,
and playful subjects, and none can be deemed lewd by any
standard.  The magazines just do not depict "lewd
exhibitions of the genitals."

Nor do we conclude that the magazines "depict or describe
patently offensive 'hard core' sexual conduct."  Miller, 413
U.S. 15, 27, 37 L.  Ed.  2d 419, 93 S. Ct. 2607 (1973).  As
discussed above,  [*23]  the photographs in the magazines
show people involved in a variety of outdoor activities, all
of which are natural and expected for healthy and active
children, teenagers, and adults.  The only unusual aspect of
the photographs is that almost all of the subjects are nude.
However, as the Supreme Court observed in Jenkins, "nudity
alone is not enough to make material legally obscene under
the Miller standards."  418

U. S. 153, 161, 94 S. Ct. 2750, 41 L.  Ed.  2d 642 (1974).
In these magazines, "nudity alone" is all there is to even
suggest that the materials are obscene.  As such, the
magazines fall far outside the zone of " 'hard core' sexual
conduct" that may constitutionally be found to be "patently
offensive."

Our holding that the magazines do not depict patently
offensive sexual conduct is reinforced by a comparison of
the photographs in the seized magazines to the photographs
by David Hamilton which appear in his volume, Age of
Innocence and to the photographs which appear in Radiant
Identities, Photographs by Jock Sturges.  The Government
does not claim that either Age of Innocence or Radiant
Identities is obscene.  Indeed, the parties stipulated that
those volumes are regularly available for purchase [*24] at
bookstores in New Jersey.

Hamilton's photographs depict pubescent girls, most of whom
either have their breasts exposed or are fully nude.  No
photographs of male subjects appear in his works.  Several
aspects of these photographs make them sexually provocative:
the majority of the photographs are in soft focus and the
girls are often staring into the camera, unsmiling, with a
sultry look; many of the photographs reveal girls in the
process of taking off lingerie or other articles of
clothing; some photographs are of nude or partially nude
girls lying on beds; in some of the photographs, the girls
are looking at their bodies in mirrors; some girls are lying
or standing with their arms over their heads and their backs
arched; in some photographs, the girls are touching their
own breasts or sexual organs; and a few of the photographs
show two nude or partially nude girls kissing.  [*25]

By contrast, the tone and situation of the photographs in
the instant magazines are entirely non-sexual, and the
photographs contain none of the sexually provocative
elements that are present in Hamilton's photographs.  None
of the subjects are on beds or undressing or touching their
bodies in a sexual way.  The magazines instead consist of
brightly colored photographs of nude children, teenagers, or
adults playing or smiling and posing for the camera.
Accordingly, the photographs in the magazines can neither be
said to be depictions of lewd exhibitions of the genitals or
to be patently offensive in any other way.  The District
Court erred in so holding.

Our conclusion that the magazines are not obscene under part
(b) of the Miller test is further bolstered by the inability
of the Government to produce for us at oral argument any
photograph or illustration in any of the exhibits that would
be held under Miller to be obscene.  Indeed, under
persistent questioning by the panel, the Government called
to our attention only one series of illustrations (not
photographs), which illustrations would certainly be deemed
harmless if they appeared in Good Housekeeping or a similar
popularly distributed [*26]  magazine.

C.

The final prong of the Miller test is whether the work,
taken as a whole, lacks serious literary, artistic,
political, or scientific value.  The District Court found
that no evidence in the record supported "a finding that a
reasonable person would find serious artistic or other value
in the photographs depicted in the materials."  (Dist.  Ct.
Op.  at 19-20.)  Alessandra's Smile argues on appeal that
the magazines do have value because "in places where
legislatures or governments may wish to curtail social
public nudity on designated beaches, photographs provide the
best 'case' that the nudism and naturism consist of normal
activities engaged in by normal people."  (Appellant's
Brief, at 51.)  We agree.

In expanding upon part (c) of the test in Miller, the
Supreme Court explained:

The First Amendment protects works which, taken as a whole,
have serious literary, artistic, political, or scientific
value, regardless of whether the government or a majority of
the people approve of the ideas these works represent.  "The
protection given speech and press was fashioned to assure
unfettered interchange of ideas for the bringing about of
political and social changes desired [*27]  by the people."

Miller, 413 U.S. 15, 34-35, 37 L.  Ed.  2d 419, 93 S. Ct.
2607 (1973) (internal citations omitted).

These magazines qualify for First Amendment protection
because of their political value.  The term "political"
which we employ here is broad enough to encompass that which
might tend to bring about "political and social changes."
Nudists are members of an alternative community, and the
magazines champion nudists' alternative lifestyle, which
lifestyle the nudist community may feel is in danger of
being curtailed by government regulation.  It is true that
the political value of these magazines is not as immediately
evident as the political value of Naturally, which contains
articles about the legal status of public nudity around the
world and actively advocates for unregulated nudism.  This
is so particularly since the text of the seized magazines is
not before us.  See n.3, supra.  However, publications
dedicated to presenting a visual depiction of an alternative
lifestyle, a depiction with a decidedly Utopian flavor, have
political value similar to the political value of articles
criticizing government regulation of that and other
lifestyles.

Just as we have [*28]  held that the District Court erred in
its findings and conclusions respecting parts (a) and (b) of
the Miller test, we hold that the District Court also erred
in holding that the magazines lacked serious political
value.

IV.

Having held that the seized magazines are not obscene when
tested by the Miller three-pronged standard, we will reverse
the District Court's order of December 30, 1999 and direct
the District Court to enter judgment for Alessandra's Smile
and to take all necessary steps to restore the seized
magazines to Alessandra's Smile.
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_Plan to detain sex offenders canceled_

October 27th 2000

NEW PORT RICHEY -- They thought it was a good idea: Get
pedophiles detained elsewhere on Halloween night.  And
it had been successfully tried before, two years ago in
Hillsborough County.

This year, the state Department of Corrections wanted
to try the same thing here.

Their plan: Order every known pedophile in west Pasco
to a mandatory counseling session in the County
Commission auditorium on Halloween during the hours
when most children would be out trick-or-treating.

But on Wednesday -- as a defense attorney prepared to
challenge the plan and the Times began asking questions
about it -- the DOC abruptly canceled the whole thing.
The program had been in the works since August.

Bob Attridge, a local defense attorney, filed a motion
challenging the program after several clients
complained to him about it.  The therapy session,
Attridge argued, was merely a disguise for a mass
illegal detention, and he questioned whether the
probationers would receive any meaningful counseling.

Attridge said the corrections department doesn't have
the power to order hundreds of people to a mandatory
function in a government building when such a program
isn't specifically included in the terms of their
probation.  "A judge is the only person who can detain
people like this," Attridge said.

This month, the DOC notified convicted pedophiles by
letter and telephone that they had to attend the
Halloween program.

Howard Simon, the executive director of the American
Civil Liberties Union of Florida, also criticized the
Halloween night program, saying the sudden cancellation
of the meeting demonstrates the "haphazard,
ill-thought-out, irresponsible public policies dealing
with sex offenders in this state."

Now that the detention has been canceled, additional
probation officers will be on patrol in west Pasco on
Halloween, visiting known pedophiles to ensure they
don't participate in the night's festivities, warning
them not to answer their doors on Halloween and to turn
off their lights to discourage trick-or-treaters.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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29th October 2000

_Sex tourism police squad disbanded_

The Federal Government is to withdraw support for
Australia's only police squad investigating 'sex
tourism'.

Australian Federal Police will disband 'Operation
Morocco', based in Melbourne and led by agent Jodie
Hurley.  Closing the unit also means that the
investigations under way against a number of
Australians, including two former diplomats, may now be
downgraded to monitor status.  Rumours of an Indian
religious sect involved in child abuse were also under
scrutiny.

The closure will put further pressure on state police
forces and on customs officials to detect offenders
entering Australia with video or photographic evidence
of their crimes.

The federal police's Victorian general manager, Graham
Ashton, said the force was trying to spread operational
responsibility more evenly rather than tying up squads
on single issues.  "We have found that teams may be
sitting around for long periods with little to do,"
Ashton said.

Since the Crimes (Child Sex Tourism) Act became law in
1994, the federal police's work has led to just 10
Australians being brought before courts across the
country.  Seven have been convicted.  Others are said
to remain under surveillance.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_Schools' Zero-Tolerance Policies Attacked_

October 11th 2000

In Georgia last month, an 11-year-old girl was
suspended from school because the chain on her Tweety
Bird wallet was deemed a weapon by school authorities.

After first banning Confederate flag T-shirts, a middle
school in another Georgia town briefly also banned
FUBU-brand clothing, popular among young black men.
And two Texas junior-high girls were sent home for
hugging each other.

As a growing number of school districts implement
"zero-tolerance" policies for what they deem
inappropriate behavior, some are questioning whether
the all-encompassing rules need to be revamped.

Prompted by the 1994 Safe and Drug-Free Schools and
Communities Act, schools receiving federal dollars were
required to have a no-tolerance policy toward guns.
Many used the opportunity to go further, banning many
other objects, behaviours and even thoughts.

Previously, teachers and administrators were expected
to make common-sense individual judgments about what
constitutes a weapon or dangerous situation, he added.

As the trend increased, so did reports of students
being punished for carrying things such as nail
clippers or a butter knife to cut an apple during
lunch.  Now schools are being forced to defend
punishments that don't seem to match any crimes.

"I think zero-tolerance policies and the whole issue of
having them is quite a conundrum for school districts,"
said Michael Carr, spokesman for the National
Association of Secondary School Principals.

"Essentially, if you don't have them and something
happens, you will have the community and you will have
parents up in arms saying you're not prepared," he
said.  "These policies are tough, because there's
shades of gray in there."

Celia Lose, spokeswoman for the American Federation of
Teachers, says "zero tolerance must be reserved for the
most serious offenses."

Arnold Goldstein, director of the Center for Research
on Aggression at Syracuse University, estimates that 90
percent of American schools have zero-tolerance
policies.

He even wants to extend zero tolerance to what he
labels "low-level violence" like using bad language,
carving your sname on a school desk or shouting at
other students.

Others contend the policies ignore the problems that
often lead to violent behavior.

Joyce Divinyi, a nationally certified counselor with
the Human Connection in Roswell, Ga.  "Most often,
really good, effective safety training isn't addressed
because we tend to look at the external issues as
opposed to the more difficult issues to look at, which
are peer conflict or even the nature of the school
regime."  Bad behavior should be tackled, she said.
But going after so-called "weapons" such as the Tweety
Bird wallet "kind of makes an absurdity of zero
tolerance, and that in itself is dangerous.  It tends
to make kids ridicule the rule and law instead of
respect it.  It may even push innocent passive
students, who get caught up in the system, into becoming
aggressive in the future."

----------------------------------------------------------
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_Survey shows too many children in adult jails_

October 26th 2000

A large percentage of children are spending time in
adult jails while awaiting arraignment on nonviolent
charges that are frequently dismissed, according to a
national study that also found racial disparities in
many jurisdictions.

In a survey of 2,584 juvenile cases in 18
jurisdictions, the Pretrial Services Resource Center
found that 30 percent to 40 percent of children jailed
in adult facilities are charged with nonviolent crimes
such as property damage or drug possession.

And among the children charged in adult court, 82
percent are ethnic minorities.

The report says it is frequently the prosecutor who
decides where juveniles will reside during trial; a
judge decides only 15 percent of the time.

"It's certainly not because of lack of facilities,"
said Mark Soler, president of the Washington-based
Youth Law Center, which commissioned the study.  "It's
prosecutors acting like they're tough on crime."

In some of the jurisdictions studied, children are
always kept in adult facilities.  Pima County, Ariz.;
St. Louis County, Mo., Marion County, Ind., and Harris
County, Texas had a 100 percent rate, while New York
City had a 0 percent rate for keeping children in adult
facilities before a trial.

"A huge number of these kids are not convicted, but
they put [originally] in adult facilities, which
basically tells them we're giving up on them," Soler
said.  "[In there,] they learn to be serious
criminals."

----------------------------------------------------------
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October 9th 2000

_The crime of hate, the crime of thought_

In some quarters, it has become a badge of civic virtue
to be ardently in favor of hate-crimes laws.  Vice
President Gore regards its passage by Congress as
essential to the public well being.  Meanwhile, more
states keep enacting these statutes that provide for
additional prison time for anyone convicted of "bias"
crimes.  The most recent hate-crimes law was signed
this summer by Gov.  George Pataki of New York.  As he
wielded his pen, he made an astonishing statement.  He
said that if such a law had been in existence in
Germany, it could have prevented the Holocaust.

Now, in New York state, persons convicted of assault
allegedly motivated by race, religion, gender, sexual
preference or age will serve substantially more years
in prison than they would have if their crimes had not
been committed because of any of these prejudices.

In 1992, a similar law was overturned by the Ohio
Supreme Court (State vs. Wyant) because "Once the
proscribed act is committed, the government
criminalizes the underlying thought by enhancing the
penalty based on viewpoint.  If the legislature can
enhance a penalty for crimes committed 'by reason of
racial bigotry,' why not by reason of opposition to
abortion, war, or any other political or moral
viewpoint?"

But the next year, the United States Supreme Court - in
an astonishingly bone-headed decision (Wisconsin vs.
Mitchell) - unanimously approved a Wisconsin
hate-crimes statute.

By putting those criminals away for longer terms, a
message is sent to the community, say the supporters of
hate-crimes laws, that these offenses are particularly
offensive.  This means, of course, that anyone beaten
up by attackers who are not doubly punished by "bias"
laws is being told that his or her injuries are of less
importance to society.

This - the Supreme Court notwithstanding - violates the
equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the 14th
Amendment.  But it looks as though the Senate will pass
the Local Law Enforcement Act of 2000, a bill that will
expand the scope of what is considered a hate crime.

Furthermore, how is "bias" determined?  If, after a car
crash leads to an assault, an expletive flies through
the air, is that sufficient evidence for a longer
prison term?  In the clearest book on this dangerously
confused issue - "Hate Crimes: Criminal Law and
Identity Politics" (Oxford University Press, 1998) -
law professor James Jacobs and researcher Kimberly
Potter quote detective John Leslie of the New York City
Police Department:

"I hate these cases because they become real mysteries.
Everybody jumps on the bandwagon."

The subjective, uncertain "evidence" in many of these
cases also leads to a new form of McCarthyism.  Alleged
bias crimes are given a great deal of media coverage,
and elected prosecutors don't want to lose them for
fear of being voted out of office.  So, when a case is
weak, investigators can be sent out to see if the
defendant has indicated prejudiced beliefs in the past
by magazines he or she is known to read, or by remarks
made in the local bar or barber shop.  Inevitably, when
media are involved, spurious witnesses will come
forward.  People will say anything to get their 'fifteen
minutes of fame'.  Police may never be able to
determine exactly what happened.

Worse, the new law may offer a new home for hate.
Bigots from one minority may invent false statements
in the hope the defendant, from another minority, will
catch a bigger sentence.

America, stand by for "the new lynching".  Not by
ropes, but by words.

--

A bill on its way to the White House for approval would
create 100 "mental health courts" nationwide.

The legislation, sponsored by two Ohio congressmen,
would seek up to $10 million a year to fund the new
courts, which would be created by 2005.

The attorney general would be responsible for providing
grants to states to set up the specialized courts.
Under the plan, those "suspected of mental afflictions"
would be tried in special mental health courts.

Rep. Ted Strickland, D-Ohio, a psychologist,
co-sponsored the bill with DeWine, and it now awaits
action by President Clinton.

Congress voted to approve the bill late Tuesday as it
steams toward a possible Friday recess for the session.

----------------------------------------------------------
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_World Cybercrime Treaty Hits Problems_

The still-in-negotiations computer crime treaty between
the US and European Union (EU) member countries is
hitting problems, today's Wall Street Journal (WSJ)
said.

The paper said that US technology companies and civil
rights groups are upset that some of the proposed
provisions of the treaty will invade consumers'
privacy.

The bad news, however, is that US Justice Department
has privately advised US IT industry professionals that
the treaty's main measures have now been agreed,
meaning it is too late for anything major to be
reworked.

The WSJ reported that the US executives, who were
privately briefed on the subject at the recent Group of
Eight (G8) meeting in Berlin, Germany, were incensed
that it has taken the DoJ until the 19th draft of the
treaty before they were even shown a copy.  Analysts
suggest that the treaty will be unworkable without
significant industry co-operation.

The biggest gripe amongst the executives, reports said,
is that US Internet service providers (ISPs) would be
required to snoop on users' e-mail and Internet
activities, yet it does not absolve the ISPs from
liability for the traffic being carried.

Other sources suggest the treaty is still far from
complete.

Reuters quotes Giuliana del Papa, a diplomat heading
the Italian delegation to a three-day conference of
Internet specialists from the Group of Eight (G8)
industrialized nations, as saying, "There are
substantial differences.  The setting of common
standards has to take into account all sorts of
cultural difference between different countries.  We're
still not yet in a position to set common standards for
these issues."

The US is one example of a country with strong freedom
of speech and expression laws that would prevent the
censorship of Web sites which are banned in other
countries.  So far, the Supreme Court has applied First
Amendment standards in cases regarding the Internet.
In Reno v. ACLU it decided that the Net was entitled
to the same First Amendment protection as print.

Reuters also quotes Donald Piragoff, a justice
department official who headed the Canadian delegation,
as saying, "In Canada we have hate-speech laws.  In the
United States they also have very strong laws with
respect to freedom of expression.  Accordingly, speech
that could be prohibited in some countries cannot be
prohibited in the United States."

Members of the Members of the Global Internet Liberty
Campaign (GILC) urged the Council of Europe to
reconsider the treaty.

The international coalition of civil liberties and
human rights organizations, which includes the
Electronic Privacy Information Center (EPIC), said that
the proposal poses a threat to free speech and privacy
on the Internet.

GILC's view is that the draft treaty is "contrary to
well established norms for the protection of the
individual - that it improperly extends the police
authority of national governments; that it will
undermine the development of network security
techniques; and that it will reduce government
accountability in future law enforcement conduct."

GILC's Web site is at http://www.gilc.org

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: statistics:
----------------------------------------------------------

October 2000

[...] the National Criminal Records Agency is plodding
towards its opening ceremony without anyone but a few
nervous civil servants being troubled by visions of a
bureaucratic hell.

The Government would allow the police to disclose the
criminal records of job applicants looking to work with
children to employers.

Repressiveness has its own momentum, however.  An
invasion of privacy for the few looks like becoming
a trap for the many.  Ministers liked the idea
of prying so much they decided everyone's criminal
records should be opened.  All applicants will have to
reveal if their pasts were shady or pure.  The new
criminal records agency will be vetting 10 million
people a year - say highest estimates - when it begins
work in the summer.

There are good grounds for wondering if it will manage
that basic task.  Earlier this year I wrote about a
Metropolitan Police report on the reliability of
criminal records, which Scotland Yard was anxious
suppress.  Officers examined a random selection, it
said, and found an 'overall error rate of 86 per cent'.
Eighty-five per cent of the these were 'major errors,
i.e. those that could potentially lead to... the
possibility of financial compensation awards to those
affected'.

Even if the figures are a freak and other police forces
record keeping is far better than the Met's, hundreds
of thousands of people will be denied work because of
fictitious crimes on their files.  They would then have
every reason to sue the Home Office.  As would
employers if they were not warned about the previous of
convicted frauds before entrusting them with money.

Because this is New Labour, only a private company is
deemed fit to run the agency.  The winner of the
contract was Capita plc.  What is worrying the Home
Office civil servants who watched private contractors
freeze the computers of the Passport Office and asylum
department is that Capita's own record is worthy of
examination.  The complaints about Capita's delays in
processing housing benefit claims in South London,
upheld by the Local Government Ombudsman, stand out
starkly.  [...]
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_Prostitution and underage sex may explain survey mystery_

13th October 2000

Surveys measuring the number of sex partners among
heterosexual men and heterosexual women have for years
suggested that men had more partners than women.

This result has puzzled social scientists since the
surveys should show equal numbers of partners because
each time a man has a new partner, so does a woman.

A new study may explain the flaw: The surveys failed to
measure the sexual activity of prostitutes and
juveniles.

A study Devon Brewer of the University of Washington,
co-authored in Tuesday's *Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences* says the biggest cause of the
discrepancy is that the surveys ignored the
professionals: women who sell sex for profit.

Tom Smith, director of the General Social Survey at the
University of Chicago, said Dr. Brewer's study may
explain part of the discrepancy.

He said about 10 percent of the discrepancy may be
because the survey did not seek responses from sexually
active juveniles.  This would create a bias, for
example, because males over 18 might report sex with
young females, but the survey might not include
balancing reports from underage girls.

Also, Mr. Smith believes another 10 percent of the bias
may come from gender-based attitudes toward sexual
surveys, with men bragging, and women being more modest.
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_Parents restrict girl's exercise_

GIRLS are storing up health problems for the future
because they are not allowed to get enough exercise when
they are young, says Neil Armstrong of the Children's
Health and Exercise Research Centre at the University
of Exeter.  He says that by the age of 5 or 6, girls
already exercise less than boys.

The chief problem is that paranoid parents are far too
protective of girls, Armstrong told a conference on
women's health at the Royal Society of Medicine in
London this week.  "It's certainly not a physiological
reason," he says.  "Even at crawling age they're
allowing boys to be more adventurous than girls."

Mayer Hillman, a researcher at the Policy Studies
Institute in London, agrees that girls are
over-protected.  In a study of children under 12,
Hillman found that only 1 in 9 girls is allowed out
alone during the day, compared with 1 in 3 boys.
"Parents overreact by restricting their children," says
Hillman.  The risk of children being abducted or abused
is tiny compared with the risk of developing heart
disease because of the lack of exercise, he says.

Away from home, the emphasis on team sports at schools
does not encourage girls to exercise, says Armstrong.
Kids continue with sports if they succeed at them.  But
girls often find themselves on the losing side when
playing structured games with boys, because boys
generally have superior throwing and orientation skills.
In addition, schools are cutting back on sports, and
on the length of break and lunch periods - often the
only time that girls will get significant exercise while
at school.
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_Teens Before Their Time_

_With budding breasts and pubic hair, girls are
developing earlier than ever.  What's causing it?_

Marissa Carter, a Galveston, Texas, housewife, could
not believe it when her daughter Sharon, at the tender
age of 4, seemed to be developing breasts.  The tiny
buds that appeared on the little girl's chest were gone
within a couple of weeks, but three years later, they
reappeared, and this time they grew -- along with pubic
hair and hair in Sharon's armpits.  "I felt this was
too early for her to be developing," recalls Carter.
"Gosh, I was flat as a board at her age."

So after a series of medical consultations, the Carters
(all these names have been changed at the families'
request) put Sharon on lupron, a hormone that slams the
brakes on puberty -- only to see their happy little
girl go into terrible mood swings.  "I had a child
acting like she was in menopause," says Carter.  The
parents decided to stop the treatment, and by age 9,
Sharon had full-blown breasts and was getting her
period.

Laura Stover took her daughter Karen to a specialist
when the girl began growing pubic hair at age 5.  The
doctor put Karen through a battery of blood tests to
rule out ovarian tumors (which can force glands to
churn out puberty-triggering hormones).  But there was
no apparent medical problem, and by age 8, Karen had
full pubic growth.  "We didn't allow her to go to any
slumber parties," says Stover.  "Or to change bathing
suits in front of other children."

Cecilia Morton, in Santa Maria, Calif., has not one but
two daughters who developed early.  Clara, now 13,
started sprouting breasts and pubic hair when she was 8
and began menstruating a year later, at summer camp.
Says her mother: "It was scary and embarrassing because
the girls in her cabin didn't have their periods yet."
Then Clara's little sister Susan, a kindergartner,
began developing at the same time.  Although Susan's
tests were normal, Morton put her on hormone
treatments.  "We already see how men look at Clara,"
she says.  "If my younger one didn't have the
medication, I can't even imagine the problems we'd be
having."

If these were isolated cases, they might be chalked up
to statistical flukes.  But it seems as if everywhere
you turn these days -- outside schools, on soccer
fields, at the mall -- there are more and more
elementary schoolgirls whose bodies look like they
belong in high school and more and more middle
schoolers who look like college coeds.  "Young girls
[in the 5-to-10-year-old range] with breasts or pubic
hair -- we encounter this every day we're in clinic,"
says Dr. Michael Freemark, chief of pediatric
endocrinology at Duke University Medical Center in
Durham, N.C.

It's as if an entire generation of girls had been put
on hormonal fast-forward: shooting up, filling out,
growing like Alice munching on the wrong side of the
mushroom -- and towering Mutt and Jeff-like over a
generation of boys who seem, next to the girls, appear
to be getting smaller every year.

What's going on?  Is it something in the water?  That's
a possibility.  Scientists think it may be linked to
obesity, though they've also proposed a witches' brew
of other explanations, from chemicals in the
environment to hormones in cow's milk and beef.  But
the truth is that all anyone knows for certain is that
the signs of sexual development in girls are appearing
at ever younger ages.  Among Caucasian girls today, 1
in every 7 starts to develop breasts or pubic hair by
age 8.  Among African Americans, for reasons nobody
quite understands, the figure is nearly 1 out of every
2.

In retrospect, pediatricians and psychologists say,
there have been hints for the past decade or so that
something strange was going on.  But it wasn't until
1997 that anyone put her finger on it.  That's when
Marcia Herman-Giddens, now an adjunct professor at the
University of North Carolina School of Public Health,
published her famous paper in the journal Pediatrics.
Herman-Giddens noticed in her clinical work that more
and more young girls were coming in with breasts and
pubic hair.  Intrigued, she launched a major study of
17,000 girls to get a statistical handle on the
problem.

What she and her colleagues found was that the changes
of puberty were coming in two stages, each with its own
timetable.  The average age of menarche, or first
menstruation, had already fallen dramatically (from 17
to about 13) between the middle of the 19th century to
the middle of the 20th -- mostly owing to improvements in
nutrition.  (Menstruation is considered the technical
start of puberty; the outward signs of sexual maturity
usually come earlier.)  But since the 1960s, average
age of first menstruation has basically remained steady
at 12.8 years.  For African Americans, it's currently
about six months earlier, possibly reflecting genetic
or nutritional differences.

What was striking about Herman-Giddens' report was the
onset of secondary sexual characteristics: breast buds
and pubic hair.  Significant numbers of white
girls -- some 15% -- were showing outward signs
of incipient sexual maturity by age 8, and about 5% as
early as 7.  For African Americans, the statistics were
even more startling.  Fifteen percent were developing
breasts or pubic hair by age 7, and almost half by age
8.

The Pediatrics report answered many questions, but much
about the subject remains a mystery.  The study
couldn't accurately gauge, for example, how much the
average age of onset of breast development (as opposed
to menstruation) has dropped or over what period.
That's because a key piece of research that helped set
the standard age at 11 was a small study in the 1960s
of white girls raised in English orphanages.  But Dr.
John Dallas, a pediatric endocrinologist with the
University of Texas Medical Branch in Galveston, points
out that the British girls may have been poorly
nourished -- a factor known to delay puberty.  African-
American girls were studied even less rigorously.  "For
all we know," says Dallas, "African-American girls
could have been earlier developers for a long time."

The Pediatrics study is also limited because it does
not include enough Asian-American or Hispanic girls to
draw conclusions about these groups.  Herman-Giddens
agrees: "We in the public health and medical community
really need to get data on American girls of all racial
and ethnic groups."  They also need to get data on
boys, who haven't been studied in any systematic way.
Herman-Giddens is pursuing the question now but says it
isn't easy.  "With girls," she says, "you can see
breasts budding.  With boys, the equivalent sign is an
increase in size of the testes.  It's very subtle.
Even a physician may not be aware of it if they are not
looking carefully."

Finally, somebody needs to compare studies going on in
other countries.  Is this a peculiarly American
phenomenon?  Or are girls developing breasts and
reaching puberty at younger and younger ages all over
the world?

The uncertainties swirling around the phenomenon make
it difficult for scientists to nail down a cause, but
that hasn't stopped them from coming up with a long
list of potential candidates.  The theory that has the
broadest support among scientists holds that early
puberty is somehow tied up with a much more familiar
phenomenon: weight gain.  America is in the midst of an
epidemic of overweight and obese kids; between the late
'70s and the early '90s, the percentage of children
ages 6 to 11 who were overweight nearly doubled, from
6.5% to 11.4%, according to the National Center for
Health Statistics.  Dr. Paul Kaplowitz, a pediatric
endocrinologist with the Virginia Commonwealth
University School of Medicine in Richmond, Va.,
explains, "We've known for a long time that very
overweight girls tend to mature earlier, and very thin
girls, such as anorexics, tend to mature later than
normal.  We think mildly overweight girls may be
maturing early as well."  Kaplowitz emphasizes that the
correlation is merely statistical; not every girl with
a little extra baby fat will develop breasts early.

Exactly why obesity and early development should be
linked is not well understood.  But Kaplowitz suspects
early breast development may be encouraged by a protein
called leptin.  "We know that fat cells produce
leptin," he says.  "And leptin is necessary for the
progression of puberty."  Another clue, according to
Duke's Freemark, is that overweight girls have more
insulin circulating in their blood.  Says Freemark:
"Those higher levels of insulin appear to stimulate the
production of sex hormones from the ovary and the
adrenal gland."

While the consensus favors a fat connection, other
explanations haven't been ruled out.  One is chemical
pollution in the food chain -- specifically, DDE, a
breakdown product of the pesticide DDT, and PCBs, once
used as flame retardants in electrical equipment.  Both
chemicals are plausible suspects because they mimic
hormones that play a key role in the development of the
reproductive system.  Beyond that, says Dr. Walter
Rogan, an epidemiologist at the National Institute of
Environmental Health Sciences in Research Triangle
Park, N.C., both chemicals are ubiquitous in the
environment, and they persist in the body for years
after exposure.

For that reason, he chose PCBs and DDE for one of the
very few large, long-term studies of chemical exposure
and puberty in humans.  Rogan and his colleagues began
with some 600 pregnant women, measuring concentrations
of the chemicals in their bodies.  When their babies
were born, the researchers then measured levels in the
mothers' breast milk.  Finally, the team monitored the
children as they grew and entered puberty.

The most prominent effect, reported last spring in the
Journal of Pediatrics, was that boys exposed to DDE and
girls exposed to PCBs were heavier than their unexposed
peers at age 14.  The study also noted an intriguing
fact: girls with high prenatal PCB exposure tended to
hit the first stages of puberty a bit earlier than
others.  Rogan stresses that the numbers were too low
to be statistically significant.  "If there is an
effect of environmental chemicals on puberty," he says,
"it's pretty small, because we studied these kids in
detail over a long period of time, and we didn't see
it."  But, Rogan adds, "I can't rule it out."

Could other substances besides PCBs and DDE influence
sexual development?  Perhaps, Rogan says.  But few
compounds are as persistent and pervasive.  Hormones
given to livestock, for instance -- another frequently
invoked possibility -- break down very quickly in the
body.  "I have not studied the effects of hormones in
beef or dairy cattle," Rogan says.  "It's not something
I'm running out to study either."

What merits another look, some researchers believe, is
a suite of chemicals used to make plastics.  One is
Bisphenol A, or BPA.  Like DDE and PCBs, it is a
chemical cousin of estrogen's, and it has been shown to
affect the reproductive systems of lab mice.  Another
category of plastics ingredients, phthalates, may have
played a role in a rash of cases of very early puberty
in Puerto Rico back in the 1980s, with girls as young
as 2 growing breasts and pubic hair.  And while no
cause has yet been determined, a study published last
month suggests that a possible culprit could be
phthalates, which are used, among other things, to make
plastics flexible.  It's by no means an ironclad case,
however, and the plastics industry doubts that there's
any link.  But, says Rogan, "what went on in Puerto
Rico is a good question and one that needs more study."

Whatever the cause -- and it may eventually turn out to
be a mix of some of or all these factors and more --
doctors say early development has become too widespread
to be treated as a medical aberration.  In the past,
girls who developed breasts before age 8 were often
given hormone therapy to slow things down.  But in a
report being prepared for the Pediatric Endocrine
Society, Kaplowitz and co-author Dr. Sharon Oberfield
of Columbia University argue that most girls between 6
and 8 who develop breasts or pubic hair should be
reclassified as normal and left untreated.  "Three-,
four- and five-year-old girls should still be managed
aggressively," he says, "but there are far fewer of
these."

----------------------------------------------------------




Comment: UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

_The abuse of power_

TO JUDGE by much of the media you would think that
paedophiles are the main and constant danger to
children.  They are not.

Each year about 80 children are murdered - 73 of them
will be killed by their parents or close relatives.  On
average only seven children will die at the hands of
strangers, and only a couple of these will be motivated
by sex.

In fact the stereotype of the 'dirty old man' is far
from the truth.  In a study of Childline calls,
strangers accounted for just eight out of 1,003 cases.
The focus on 'paedophiles' reinforces images of abusers
as monsters who are totally different to other men,
drawing attention away from the far more prevalent
issue of abuse within the family.  The family is the
most dangerous place for children-between the ages of
one and five it is the most common place for a child to
be killed.  In 1995 the chances of being murdered if
you were under one year old was almost double the
national average and children of that age were most at
risk of being killed by a parent.  In such
circumstances the vast amount of warning about child
abuse, propaganda about the dangers to children and so
on should be directed to the family.

Compare the seven children murdered by strangers to
traffic deaths.

Last year 103 child pedestrians were killed on the
roads.  More than 6,000 others were injured, over 1,000
of them seriously, leaving them disfigured or disabled
for life.  One obvious way to reduce this death toll is
to slash the speed limits.  Seventeen out of 20
children hit by a car travelling at 40mph will be
killed.  At 30mph nearly half die.  At 20 mph one in 20
dies.  Removing bull-bars from cars and trucks also
cuts death rates dramatically.

But the government backed off from a 20 mph limit in
the face of the car lobby.  Many of the papers which
have whipped up panic and paranoia over paedophiles
applauded the government's climbdown.  The government
refuses to act over other threats faced by children and
young people.

It does not keep statistics on the number of homeless
young people.  But charities estimate that between
100,000 and 200,000 under 18 year olds experience
homelessness each year.  Housing Benefit does not cover
the costs of deposits on rented accommodation and, in
October 1996, Housing Benefit for people under 25 was
restricted even further to the cost of a single room in
shared accommodation.

Over 40,000 children run away from home each year
because of violence or unbearable family tensions.  Yet
government policy is based on the view that children
should stay with their families.  Since 1988 16 and 17
year olds have not been entitled to Income Support
[welfare payments].  When they flee their homes they
often end up on the streets or are vulnerable to drug
dealers or to being drawn into prostitution.

In June this year Britain's shameful record on child
poverty was laid bare in a damning United Nations
report revealing that millions of children are trapped
in conditions among the worst in Europe.  Such poverty
breeds paranoia, the search for a scapegoat.  That was
the image that came to mind last week as a mob rampaged
through the Portsmouth suburb of Paulsgrove, driving
innocent people on a supposed list of alleged
paedophiles from their homes.  The 20 names on the
Paulsgrove residents' hit list included a 17 year old
who had sex with his 15 year old girlfriend.

Arthur Miller wrote a powerful play about Salem, the
New England town where, in 1692, accusations by a group
of teenagers triggered a panic that led 19 people to be
executed as witches.  The Crucible - recently turned
into an equally powerful film - shows how hysteria
takes hold of a community.  It begins when the
deep-felt anxieties of some of the most downcast and
oppressed lead them to imagine that there are evil
influences living in their midst.

Suddenly no one, however innocent, is immune from
accusation. Paulsgrove is like thousands of other suburban
and inner-city estates in Britain, bitter at what is
happening to their lives after 18 years of Thatcherism
and three years of abandonment by New Labour.  They
feel someone must be to blame, but don't know who.
Such alienation pervades every advanced capitalist
society.  And it can lead to quite irrational moods
developing. This feeling is then used by some of the
less downcast and oppressed to further their own
interests.

It seems the government would rather pander to media
paranoia-pushers than tackle children's root problems.
The more they devote themselves to the cosy world of
Westminster, with its business breakfasts, public
relations freebies and champagne parties, the more they
fear the millions of people they have no real contact
with.  To read some of the newspapers last week you
would think that council estates are beyond the
boundaries of civilisation.

So David Aaronovitch writes in the Independent that
"watching Paulsgrove Woman at work has re-emphasised
for me how scared I am of a certain part of our
society.  Paulsgrove Woman, I felt, was of an alien
race to me."  He then goes on both to call for the
prosecution of those leading the Paulsgrove
demonstrations and yet to accept their demands.

"Concerns about 'demonisation'," he writes, in words
which could have come from the governor of
Massachusetts at the time of Salem, "should not blind
us to the existence of demons."  The Guardian editorial
is hardly any better.

It says the "standoff" has "exposed the chasm which
divides the 3,000 or so estates like Paulsgrove from
the more affluent, sheltered parts of Britain".  In
these it claims "calmer discussion prevails", based on
"the liberal arguments familiar in newspapers, TV
studios, parliamentary tearooms and bishops' studies".

But it is precisely in these "more affluent" places
that the poison which afflicted Paulsgrove originated.
The scares touch a nerve among millions of people who
feel that they have to go to any lengths to protect
children from danger, including the rapid jerry-built
construction of a nanny state.  Those who benefit from
this are not the poor.

The witch-hunt was started in a newspaper by Rebekah
Wade, the highly paid editor of the News of the World
and a welcome face in Downing Street.  It followed on
from the witch-hunt against refugees and gypsys,
incited from the parliamentary tea rooms by William
Hague and Ann Widdecombe, and the howling against gay
men over Section 28 - backed by the bishops in the
House of Lords.

There were rumours that neo-Nazi organisers arrived
on Paulsgrove after a few days, but they are just
rumours -- the deepest prejudices in Britain are not
to be found on council estates but on the golf courses
of Middle England and the grouse moors of the upper
classes - as anyone who's ever listened to a House of
Lords debate or read the letters page of the Daily
Telegraph should know.  Sustained challenges to such
prejudices arise when working class people have strong,
collective and workplace organisations that enable
them to face up to those who really oppress them.

The tragedy in places like Paulsgrove is that genuine
collective class organisation is weak.  They become
fragmented groups of people with little connection with
each other, and easily manipulated by the likes of
Rebekah Wade.

I suspect, however, that David Aaronovitch, the
Guardian editorial writers, the salaried
middle-class charity organisers and their ilk, would
be even more unhappy if such organisations did exist
and did lead the people of Paulsgrove in a clear-
sighted fight against those who really condemn them
and their children to rotten lives.

--

IT HAS been hard to find any rational debate amid all
the recent press hysteria about paedophilia.  Any
sexual abuse of children is utterly horrific.  But
papers like the News of the World have deliberately
exaggerated the extent of the problem.

They would have us believe that there are thousands of
paedophiles ready to pounce on our children.
Thankfully, however, violent sexual assaults on
children are extremely rare.  The News of the World
claims there are 110,000 convicted paedophiles in
England and Wales.  According to police figures, of
these 110,000 there are about 50 who they define as
paedophiles who have raped or abducted children - and
most of those 50 are safely locked up.

Even among the free 'schedule one offenders', who
have been convicted and who remain on the sex offenders
register for life, there is a young woman who is banned
for life from contact with children because she ripped
a chain off a 13 year old's neck when she was 16 years
old.  The 1989 sex offenders register contains a six
year old boy who put his hands down a girl's pants in
the playground.  If convicted, sex offenders are
trapped in a system that creates monsters and then
institutionalises them.

The News of the World also uses a wide definition of
paedophilia, which includes incidents like flashing and
downloading indecent material from the Internet.  The
paper often seems to apply the label to any man who
fancies anyone under 18, including the most busty
17-and-a-half year old -- and by that definition, most
tabloid readers are paedophiles.

Flashing or downloading indecent pictures is not the
same as sexually attacking or raping a child.  The
press paint a picture of paedophiles as "evil monsters"
who are violent strangers preying on a community from
the outside.  In fact most sexual abuse takes place
within the family.

It is not good enough to dismiss this as the result of
evil individuals.  We have to look at the kind of
society we live in - the daily grind of life-poverty,
long working hours, bad housing, poor education and so
on-puts immense strain on our ability to develop good
relationships.

One recent Home Office study of paedophiles found "a
lack of intimacy and high levels of emotional
loneliness" were common factors in the background of
child sex offenders.  This loneliness is also true of
too many uncared-for children.  The combination of
these factors tells us much about why paedophile
relationships so often remain undetected.  If we
understand that the 109,950 paedophiles who the police
do not judge to be about to rape or abduct children are
far more "ordinary" than the monsters in the media, then
we can start to understand why the paedophile is so
often strongly loved and defended by the child, even in
the face of society's disapproval and even where obvious
abuse is involved.

We want to see an end to all forms of abuse.  But that
will not come about by press witch-hunts or repressive
sentencing.

Perhaps the most effective measure would be intensive
supportive treatment for paedophiles of low intellect.
A study in 1988 pointed out that, among 'untreated'
offenders, those with a low intellect are most likely
to reoffend.  In the same year another study found that
the people most likely not to reoffend are men over 40
years old outside of the family - the very men we are
told are the real problem.

Yet treatment programmes for any paedophiles are
woefully inadequate, and suffer from cuts and
underfunding.  According to the Prison Service annual
report for 1999-2000, only 585 convicted sex offenders
completed a treatment programme compared with the
target of 700.  The shortfall was blamed on a shortage
of qualified staff.  Often money is denied and, in some
cases, withdrawn from such programmes.

Instead New Labour has played into the hands of the
most conservative and reactionary.  At the same time it
allows open season to the Murdoch press which creates
the witch-hunt but then sneers at the witch-hunters,
all the while conceding their demands.

The real victims of this cynical manoeuvre are the many
children who will continue to suffer abuse, sexual and
physical, as a result of a system that encourages mob
rule and cracks on about life sentences, but which does
little or nothing to deal with the underlying issues.

--

_Re-defining abuse?_

The National Commission of Enquiry into the Prevention
of Child Abuse, an NSPCC body, widely defines abuse as
follows:

'Child abuse consists of anything which individuals,
institutions or processes do, or fail to do, which
directly or indirectly harms children, or damages their
prospects of safe and healthy development into
adulthood.  Abuse need not, under this formula, be
deliberate, direct or even committed by a person.  It
can be carried out by vague abstractions, by
"institutions and processes".  It need not even cause
actual harm to the children concerned, only to their
"prospects", which they may overcome.  And the harm
itself remains left to subjective assessment.'

----------------------------------------------------------




Art:
----------------------------------------------------------

_A Primer For Lolita_

_Ovubet: 26 Girls with Sweet Centers_
drypoint etchings by Peregrine Honig

Augen Gallery. Closes Oct. 30th 2000

Peregrine Honig's show at Augen crawls right under the
skin, plumbing the dark side of sexuality.  Honig's
suite of drypoint etchings are as disarmingly pretty as
a young girl and as perverse an ode to innocence
tweaked as Nabokov's

      The artist's statement and exhibition title
intimate pedophilia and the erotic power of
prepubescent girls, but nothing prepares you for the
sly sophistication of what ensues.  The works in the
exhibition are mounted on the wall in the progression
of a Victorian primer, building an alphabetical
narrative from successive "pages."  The opening page
depicts a plate of cloying sweets with a girl's name
written on each.  Then, beginning with "A," each page
has one of these names in a line or two of sing-song
rhyme.  The images themselves are printed onto
oval-shaped paper doilies and sweetly framed.  The
paper doilies suggest a trickle-down Victorian
sensibility.  This cheap-looking paper version of
gentility aptly frames each story.  The girls depicted
wear the same kind of childhood panties and undershirt
but exude a paradoxical knowledge of sexuality.  As the
alphabet progresses, a creeping sense of unease builds.
When you arrive at "E," you read that "E is for Emma
secretly taped."  The bottom torso of a little girl
beginning to pull down her underwear is shown on a
television monitor.  The timing is deadly.  By the end,
when you reach "Z is for Zoe conceived Christmas Day,"
you've run the gauntlet.  In this last entry, Honig
plays on the alphabet book form to finish with a
devastating double play on the word "conceived."  Was
she conceived or did she conceive?  Under one foot is a
toy bunny with a cross at the eye to indicate that it's
dead.  Zoe's childish belly shows that she's pregnant.

Humbert Humbert and his ilk slouch around just beyond
the girls' frilly containments.  The adults' invisible
presence compresses the psychological space inside the
doily frames.  This presence grows more insistent as
you move from etching to etching.  Each letter stands
for a different girl, but they're individuals and
everygirl simultaneously.

The overall color scheme projects a "My Little Pony"
girliness that enhances the gruesome stories.  Honig's
restrained use of color increases the impact of the
images: She dots the scenes with tell-tale spots of
red, pointing to places of power, vulnerability or
harm.  Some have a dangerous and powerful aspect of
their own, born of their experience.  Without these
glimpses of strength, I suspect the work would fail.

Honig has also nailed perfectly the style of drawing
found in turn-of-the-century children's books.  After I
saw the work, I was in a book store and came across a
children's book from 1909.  After seeing Ovubet, the
innocuousness of the drawing style seemed slightly
perverse.  I had to put the book back on the shelf.

Honig's work insinuates itself into your psyche like a
grain of sand in the eye, agitating until you have to
deal with it.  The work raises questions about all the
baby-doll sexuality prevalent in consumer culture.  She
points out how the line of transgression is truly
filament-thin.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Movie:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Eban and Charley (2000)_

 "I think it should be determined on a case by case
 basis..." - Filmmaker James Bolton responding to the
 question, "What do you think the age of consent should
 be?".

If I tell you the subject matter of "Eban and Charley,"
you will immediately know whether or not you want to
see it.  It's about an older man who has a romance with
a teenage boy.  It speaks in defense of such
relationships.  There.  You know right now whether you
want to see it or not.  And therein lies it's biggest
problem: Like many gay films or films that represent a
subculture of gay lifestyles, it's only preaching to
the choir.  If you have problems with this type of
relationship, it's doubtful that any film will sway
your opinion.  If you have no problem with such
relationships, you already know they exist and know the
inherent problems they entail.

And yet, like all good gay films, "Eban and Charley" is
important because it lets some people, people who have
experienced such a relationship, know that they are not
alone.  Perhaps then that, in itself, is all it can
hope to accomplish.

As a film, "Eban and Charley" has a few problems.  The
pacing of the film is very, very slow.  Writer/director
James Bolton has crafted an airy, leisurely film that
explores a relationship between two characters
languidly, allowing the plot to sort of seep into the
film.  Filmed in Oregon, his visual style is reflected
in this with long, quiet segments and elongated moments
where the characters perform the most mundane of
activities, such as riding bikes or shopping for CD's.
Because it implies a sort of tension, or at least an
expectation, you constantly feel some sort of impending
doom within the film.  You put your trust and emotions
in the film, as you view it, hoping it all won't going
horribly wrong (both cinematically and script-wise).
And there are moments where tiny rips in the fabric do
occur and the film doesn't go exactly where you hope it
will.

Most oddly in the film, Bolton's characters reflect yet
this same style.  Eban, as portrayed by Brent Fellows,
is so quiet and so tenuous, that he often comes across
as mildly creepy.  When he first initiates a friendship
with Charley, it somehow seems to close to "preying" on
him.  Charley meanwhile, is a wonderful character
brought to life by Giovanni Andrade, but he is too
quiet and introspective himself.

I'm not sure what Bolton hopes for here.  He does have
a quiet masterpiece on his hands.  Perhaps I shouldn't
fault him for making some tough choices.  For example,
Charley doesn't seem to have any prior sexual
inclination whatsoever, gay or straight.  This seems,
in effect, his first relationship ever.  Eban has a
past that is less that ingratiating.  Eban also seems
slightly "dumb" about what is happening to him.  He
never seems capable of expressing himself as an adult
here.  He seems unable to defend his feelings or
actions.

And yet, somehow, "Eban and Charley" works.  The actors
here have a real chemistry.  Andrade and Fellows just
click.  Bolton's lack of wordiness, at times, makes for
a wonderful, romantic, interesting film.  In the end,
we believe in the love of the characters and, yes, as
predisposed as we are to it, we want them to succeed.
We want them to, somehow, find happiness.

Even those who are accepting of such a relationship
will have much to think about when they see the film.
It will, without a doubt, provoke thought.  Isn't that
one of the greatest gifts a film can give it's
audience?

Eban and Charley is likely to be distributed in North
America very soon.

--

http://www.seattlequeerfilm.com/00/schedule.htm

Here is the description from the site:

"The setting is familiar -- a small, gloomy coastal
town.  Eban, a socially awkward ex-soccer coach,
returns home for reasons undisclosed.  During a day of
slacking, he encounters Charley, a friendly and
personable student.  They share common interests:
strumming guitar licks, riding bikes, and scribbling
poetry.  Their friendship leads to an intimacy that
turns their differences into a crisis: Eban is 29 and
Charley is 15.  As both families learn of the taboo
romance, Eban must face never seeing Charley again or
being labeled a pedophile by his family, his community,
and the law.  Director James Bolton allows the audience
to process the film's complex and unsettling issues as
the tension builds to an uncertain conclusion."

-----------------------------------------------------------





(Gee, did I just say something that counts as 'hate speech'...?)
The following lines were edited out of a US TV show on net
censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Montel show:  Clip of host Montel saying, "Why can't we
just put something out on the Internet which watches
everywhere and every time it sees something that looks
like a child, it just zaps it and makes it go away?".

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

In response to Oskar, I'm glad what I said helped.  I
think that you were right to do what you did.  And, as
Redbeard said, there were two people effected by that
situation - you as well as your sister.  I mean, how
are you _supposed_ to act when you are being seduced by
your 11 year old sister?  I definitely think your
friend has the right idea when he said about it being
an expression of love - it wasn't like you groped her
for a quick thrill.  Finally I'd just like to kind of
apologise for the remark about suicide.  I think it was
a bit insensitive of me to use that as a throw-away
line, but I have  a tendency to make flippant comments
like that.

--

Welcome aboard, Caitlin!  Well, what advice can I give
you?  Nothing much beats "walking on the beaches,
looking at the peaches", does it?  (Band name and song
title, anyone?  ;-)) The Caribbean sounds _very_ good
to me.  As for the photography, I think that as long as
you aren't actually pointing a huge zoom lens directly
at any lgs, you _should_ be OK.  But don't take my word
for it.  I think it's down to whether you take photos
of lgs, or whether (as you said) you take photos of the
beach that just _happen_ to have an lg or two in them.
Of course, if your wife doesn't know (or approve) of
your proclivities, she may not be impressed that the
family photos have so many beautiful young girls in
swimming costumes in them.  Just remember the old line
- it's not a crime if you don't get caught.  Now, will
we be hearing about your namesake in the near future?

--

Rasputin's Dog wrote:

>In other news my mother and grandmother were
>discussing my
>cousins plan to put her daughter on the pill.  That
>news
>caught my attention, but I pretended not to be
>interested.
>Her daughter is Sonya whom I've spoken of in past.
>She'll be seven in January.

You mean, they're talking about putting her on the pill
at the age of _seven_?!?!  Or just at some point in the
future?  I must admit, it seems to me to be a little
bit pointless to put a seven year old girl on the pill
unless she is _extremely_ precocious both physically
and in attitude.  I know the age of puberty is supposed
to be falling, but...

--

Back on the "?"  case again.  I must say, I do agree in
part with what both Bo and Bungle say.  _But_ I also
think that you are perhaps taking it a little too far.
I don't think that fantasising about ravishing an lg
necessarily means that you will ravish that lg.  I
mean, it's only in our minds that we can _safely_
fulfil our desires.  Once we start letting people
censor what we _think_, then we are - to misquote Oscar
Wilde - well and truly f*cked.  _Yes_ I agree that
voyeurism can go too far, as I mentioned before, hiding
in the bushes probably isn't the best way of admiring
an lg.  The less sinister and seedy you make the
observation, the less intimidating it will be, in my
opinion.  In a public place, though, why shouldn't we
be allowed to look at what we want?  Why should an lg
have the right to expose herself, yet we not have the
right to look at her?  I don't mean to sound callous or
anything here, but if she feels uncomfortable, then she
should do something about it.  I can't speak for anyone
else here, but I know that I would _love_ for someone
to "check me out", just for once.  But that's not
likely to happen, really.  We shouldn't harm lgs, but
once we get to the point where we can't even _look_ at
a girl without being accused of harming her I think
it's gone too far.  To expand on Oskar's friend's
quote: "A flower is beautiful... You wouldn't molest
that, would you?  But what worth is a beautiful flower,
if you are not allowed to appreciate it's beauty?"

--

Endlestar.  Wow.  Not only did someone actually
_understand_ that pile of cobblers I wrote, but they
felt _exactly the same thing_.  Spooky.  In fact,
highly disturbing... ;-) I'll reply in full next post.
Loads of stuff on this (and other stuff, too) that I
want to write, but I figure I'll finish up for now so I
can make this post.

'Lloyd'
------------------------------------------------------




'Tyler' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

>'?' wrote:
>I once saw a cartoon from Playboy that showed a girl
>of perhaps 12 walking away from the home of a 50-ish
>year old man standing on the porch smoking a pipe
>with a very smug look on his face.  The girl looks
>back at him and says "You call *that* a
>molestation?"
>Do you know where that cartoon is located?  I don't
>remember.

That cartoon sounded familiar to me too, so I did some
checking.  It was reprinted in the now sadly defunct
"Uncommon Desires Newsletter", number 6, June 1992.
UDN, while crediting Playboy for the cartoon, does not
give what issue it appeared in.  If you're feeling
really ambitious, major libraries frequently have
Playboy on microfilm.  (Minus "the photos", of course,
but I don't know if the cartoons are deleted as well.)

Mentioning UDN, does anyone know why it ceased
publication?

'Tyler'
------------------------------------------------------



'Tsarevitch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Howdy everybody,

This is Tsarevitch reporting from the Atlantic coast of
the United States.  As forward observer, (my job
*wink*!)  my duty is to report all lg activities to the
General Ianthe!  tee hee!

My job has improved 10,000 fold, especially in the lg
watching arena, as lg activity has increased
dramatically!

Being in charge of the kid's club is sweet especially
when the girls come right up to the desk for their
birthday freebies!  I even impressed a lg's mother when
I talked directly to the child rather then perform the
transaction via the mother with the child only as a
third person object.  Okay, I'm now having a full
intellectual discourse with them but it's a real start
considering my past of very little or nil interactions
with lg's.

And being in the position behind a desk (literally and
figuratively) and representing the store, it's
encouraged for me to smile and wave and say hi to the
customers, (no one will notice my extra friendly nature
towards the you know whose (!>)

And this week was exceptional!  I even had my very own
personal dance recital!  Standing 4 or 5 feet away from
the desk, a mother and two young goldilocks were
stopped by a roaming sales clerk.  While the clerk
chatted away with the mother, the older of the
'sisters' (?)  ~aged about 4 to 5, wearing a rather
pretty beige flower dress~ started to dance!

How do I know she was dancing for me?... you snicker to
yourself!

Well, no one was else was paying attention other then
myself in the first place.  Second - her first
pirouette had me applauding (okay I was golf clapping)!
She of course noticed my attention and my subsequent
approval.  Which led to a personal dance recital
lasting about 5 - 7 minutes, where after every move,
she kept looking directly at me, waiting for my
approval and applause.  Poor little gal even took a
spill, landing on her toushie and out of my sight!  But
after showing my concern over her, she seemed okay.

After the grownup business was taken care of, the
dance, her smiling, a wave good by - what a
*delightful* candy apple memory (don't ask as 'candy
apple' only sounded good at the time of writing this
email and has no other meaning!).

The dance, the smile, the sparkling in her eyes, the
twirling of her dress...

Will report the much anticipated Halloween lg invasion
as soon as it happens!

Signing off for this week!

'Tsarevitch'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Redbeard' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

To: Lloyd

The edition of Anne Frank's diary I referred to is the
full version first published in 1991 in Basle,
Switzerland, translated by Susan Massotty in
1995. The manuscript I imagine would have been written
in Dutch.  The version originally published by Otto
Frank after the war was somewhat sanitised by an
anxious father.

--

To Ianthe:

>  [ The Act revolves around the key phrase "to deprave and
>    corrupt". Since all ASGL-L readers would be assumed
>    to be already well and truly "depraved and corrupted",
>    how could be become more so by what we read here? ]
>

I challenge your assumption that all ASGL-L readers are
already depraved and corrupted.

   [ That's not what I said, I said "we would be
     *assumed* to be...", by others. ]

You may speak for some of us,  but there are others who
cannot, by any sensible definition be considered
depraved and corrupted, but simply anxious loving
people out to do the best, and there are some, who even
consider that depravity and corruption lies, not so
much with girl-lovers or those reading or writing
material for ASGL-L, but more amid the child protection
zealots and their posses of populist vigilantes.

I regard ASGL-L as a forum to explore a legitimate, but
controversial political and educational theme.  As it
is with all issues, if a sensible policy is to be found
for paedophilia, in all its widely differing guises, it
is wise to explore and to discuss all scenarios openly,
even those which may be uncomfortable hearing to
orthodox opinions.  I personally deplore the way this
topic has become taboo, and I hold that such taboos are
themselves perverting the course of informed democracy,
and risks turning my own country into little more than
a nation of oiks.

My feeling about the legality of this forum is that if
you are old enough to vote, you are old enough to read
ASGL-L, however explicit it gets.

--

To Heather:

Excellent news about your website, and long overdue.
Bravo!

If anyone in the UK watched The Bill last Friday (13th
October), there was a subplot about a foster-mother who
was accused of sleeping with her 14-year-old
foster-son.  It was very sympathetically done.
Beforehand, the lad was a tearaway, into drug pushing,
with an alcoholic mother too tired and emotional to
care.  The foster-mother made a haven for the lad, who
started studying at school and playing with his little
foster-brother, and was becoming, through love, a
reformed character.  It was clear that the lad loved
his new foster-mother, and all was fine until his
natural mother made an accusation which had to be
followed up, and a child protection team took the lad
and the foster-mother's own son screaming into care,
and locked the foster-mother up.  Who benefited from
this action?  The lad?  The foster-mother?  Her young
son?  Society?  Tell me anyone who was better off by
the social workers doing what they did?

There was another story in my local paper this week
about a 13-year-old girl who willingly started a full
sexual relationship with a 45-year-old man.  Of course,
all hell was let loose as soon as the plods [cops] had
to get involved.  It was "a difficult case" for them,
because the girl refused absolutely to co-operate with
the police, refused to allow charges to be pressed on
her behalf, and she made it clear that she was totally
willing to continue the relationship, no matter what
the law said.  She was quite proud that she had given
her virginity to this man.  So far he has been given
conditional bail, and is awaiting sentence.

It is similar to another case, this time a girl eloping
with her teacher, who made it clear that she intended
to marry him as soon as she was legally able to.  The
couple disappeared from the North of England to London
for about a week.  The case against him collapsed when
he explained, with her corroboration, that he went with
her purely to persuade her to return to her parents,
and had he not gone with her, she would have been in
some considerable danger, and might not have come back.

In both these cases, I do wonder whether the long-term
stigma of being put on a sex-offenders register does
anyone any good, and I challenge the child protection
officers monitoring this site to discuss this, not in
the cosy confines of The News of the World, but here
where their theories can be properly examined.

--

To Easy Rider:

Thanks for the advice.  I am seriously considering
leaving my own country, letting my home, clearing the
detritus of years of unsorted hoarding, abandoning my
own children whom I love and will miss even more
desperately, and finding work a mere couple of hundred
miles train journey away from her, and I am applying
for a job which demands little more than fluency in my
mother-tongue English and one other language, which of
course I have.  My own father thinks I should have done
this years ago.  I am naturally very cautious and
loathe to make the move - my father says that for every
tentative step I take forward, I plan at least a dozen
escape routes back!

About what you say, her mother actually said the same
thing - that I should not be aiming to recreate
something that happened 25 years ago with a different
person.  Heaven forbid - it would all end up exactly
the same way!  There is one important difference.  I
can row and argue with the daughter without either of
us getting upset about it.  Her mother's response to
any argument is to say "it's like you want" and then
she would drift off in her own direction and leave me
stranded.  Even when she was only 10, the daughter
could tell me that I do not have the right to stop her
watching TV if she wants to, and I could tell her that
there's more to life than watching TV, and if she
couldn't tell me what she wanted to watch, then I am
turning the thing off.  So next time, she knew very
well what was on, and I couldn't argue.  She was most
heated because she was losing the precious time we had
together, and when she thought I was making a grumpy
face, and I would call her "she-who-sulks" and if she
didn't eat more, the dog wouldn't be able to tell her
apart from his bone, and she may end up getting eaten
herself.  Goodness, we were behaving like a married
couple even all those years ago!  I laugh at her when
she gets cross, and she laughs at me when I get cross.
I never had that with her mother; nor did I have that
with the mother of my children.  Of course her mother
has known all along about our relationship - we even
discussed it all those years ago, when I said that I
would find it impossible to promise to be faithful in
her absence until the year 2000 while she grew up.  Her
mother's major concern was that her daughter's growing
sexuality would always be positive and a source of love
and happiness for her.  Her father's reaction was more
prickly - he never said anything direct against me, but
her mother told me that he was jealous of me usurping
his role as a father, especially since I am quite a bit
older than him.  There was an old dispute with her
father going back to when he turned up at my home in
England expecting hospitality, and I sent him away
because I was jealous of him and my girlfriend then - a
suspicion which turned out to be well founded!  I often
feel now that rough justice would at last be done by
him taking my girlfriend, and by me marrying their
daughter!

What is holding me back is quite mundane and
straightforward.  I am currently unemployed.  Her
mother cannot respect me until I can pay my own way;
nor I suspect can her daughter, who only told me she
adored me when I told her earlier this year that I had
at last got a temporary job.  I have been on the
scrap-heap ever since I left college as a mature
student, since for most starter jobs I am overqualified
and probably too old.  But as soon as luck changes, I
will be on that phone and booking my first holiday
across the sea.

'Redbeard'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Yuri' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

>'Rasputin's Dog' wrote:
>In other news my mother and grandmother were discussing my
>cousins plan to put her daughter on the pill.  That news
>caught my attention, but I pretended not to be interested.
>Her daughter is Sonya whom I've spoken of in past.  She'll
>be seven in January.

Am I understanding you correctly -- your cousin wants
to put her seven (7) year old daughter on the pill?
Isn't that a bit young?  I'd be worried about the
effect of such hormones on development -- even with a
younger teenager.

'Yuri'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Humbert II, a new one' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

I find myself at the strangest point in my life.  I
have weathered 3 decades of life, during which time I
have made every mistake possible.  In spite of my
constant attempts to self-destruct, I find myself face
to face with a level of achievement in life that was
beyond my wildest dreams.  I have lived every
experience I ever thought to pursue and I've paid for
it by being richly rewarded by the tides of fate. I
am successful.  I do not own a Lear Jet, or even a
Cessna, but I am wealthy.  I am married, to a beautiful
wife.  We own an incredible house in a very prestigious
neighborhood.  We both drive expensive European
imports.  I have every gadget and doo-dad I could
desire, from Surround Sound DVD to an in-car MP3
player.  I am also, truth be told, very far in debt.  I
have also started a new job. And I have a child on
the way (please God let it be a boy, my life is
complicated enough).  I have achieved - I am living,
the American dream.  And let me be the first to admit,
it is not a bad place to be at all. Still, I feel I
must be flirting with a mid-life crisis.  I have more
to lose than at any point in my life, I have more
gnawing fears than I have ever faced.  I am worried
that I will not be able to do my new job, that it is
beyond my skill level.  I have this same basic fear
every time I start a new job, and I always seem to do
fine.  This time it is different.  There is much more
at stake, I face a much steeper learning curve.
Failure is not an option for me.  If I do not perform,
I will not make the salary I now need to continue this
lifestyle.

The catalyst of my misery, the center of my
suffering, remains constant.  Despite my greatest
efforts to distance myself, I find myself again drawn
back by her siren song, calling to me across the ocean
of my isolation, imploring me to wreck my vessel on her
smooth, forbidden shoreline.  Melodrama is the only way
to fully convey to you my situation. As you know,
almost a year ago now I was involved in a scandal that
had the potential for turning my life upside down.  In
a bizarre way, coming so close to ruin and surviving
the ordeal caused me to clarify my understanding of the
practical achievement of my fondest hopes, if not my
feelings or desires.  I came to resolutions about my
conduct, about my priorities, that I felt would lead to
a higher quality of life overall.  For the most part, I
think that this has been the case. For many months
after the truth had been revealed, there was a distance
between my siren and myself.  And things were much
better for me.  On the several times where fate found
us together, I was purposely withdrawn and somewhat
stand-offish.  There was very little physical contact,
and no innuendo, subtlety, or other flirtatious
behaviour on either part.  It was, in all honesty, a
small reprieve from a daily hell for me.

Unfortunately, this sudden chill, this new lack of
intimacy seemed as hard for the family to accept as the
opposite.  Both my significant other and the mother of
the siren increasingly seemed determined to put us in
situations where we could "repair" the damage that had
been done.  Of course, placed in these uncomfortable
situations, eventually we two needed to address the
issue which had occurred.  We had several discussions,
frank and blunt at times.  But distressingly, my
Siren almost instantly began with the same type of coy
and flirtatious behavior that put me in this mess in
the first place.  We went from a chilled relationship
to a cautious approach, and back to stoking the fires
of hell with hardly a pause in-between.  The
relationship has changed in a fundamental way, though.
There is a hostility there that was never present
before.  There is a certain quality of Humbert and
Lolita to our roles, now, that did not exist before.
She is on the verge of adolescence, both budding and
sprouting, although I know this from purely innocent
means.  Innocent on my part, at least.  I have my
suspicions about her role.  She has become precocious,
less restrained, but much more aware and judgmental of
my response to her actions and activities.  Recently
she had begged me for a piggy back ride, something I
have withheld from her fairly diligently since the
scandal broke.  I finally relented, and as she jumped
on and clenched her thighs around my neck, I offered
that I knew why she wanted piggy back rides, why she
wanted me to run, not walk.  She immediately denied the
reason, although I hadn't actually SAID anything.  She
said, "It isn't because of anything down there - How it
feels".  When I confronted her that I hadn't really
SAID anything about that, she fell silent for a moment
and then said, "Well, get used to it, because I am
going to still want rides when I am 15".  She is aware.
She goads me, teases me, incites me.  I know this is on
purpose.  I've asked her why she does this when she
should know better now.  At the same time, she pushes
me away.  She doesn't trust me, she is afraid, but she
encourages me to break that trust, and I've confronted
her with this.  This is ironic, but she IS old enough
to know better.  She goes out of her way to be alone
with me.  Once alone, she becomes different.  Much more
physical, very confrontational.  Sometimes she will
start in the presence of others, obviously trying to
lure me toward an environment where we can be in
private.  Once there, she falls back to all of our
routines of initiation, trying to elicit the response
from me she is seeking.  She wants to rough-house, to
wrestle, but with the barest pretence of play involved.
Recently as we wrestled, she repeatedly rubbed her feet
across my face, in particular my lips.  If I moved her
feet away, she would quickly move them back, under the
pretence of pushing me away.  Obviously placing her
feet on my chest and pushing away would have been much
more effective.  She was wearing white anklets, and it
was torture for me.  She stopped to ask me if it
bothered me, and we had a discussion about how there is
nothing that I could find repulsive about her.  She
then had me rub her feet for at least an hour.
Interestingly, after staying over several evenings, she
forgot to pack her socks when leaving.  They were
scattered around the house in strange places, so that I
found them over a period of a few days.  Perhaps I am
being too suspicious, but it seems as if they were left
on purpose.

More recently, at a gathering, I was again trying to
avoid her as much as possible.  Being friendly, but
not seeking to be alone with her or physical with her.
Unfortunately, the more I try this approach, the
more determined she seems to become in seeking my
attention.  If I disappeared for a cigarette, no
sooner had I turned around than she was there.
While trying to get lost in a group of adults,
she sought me out, throwing items at me.  The adults
all considered it cute, that she must have a crush on
me.  I tried to ignore her.  She persisted.  As we came
back into the house, and she continued to tease and run
away toward an isolated part of the house (obviously
hoping I would give chase), I offered to help her with
something in her room that she had asked me about
earlier that I had "forgotten" about.  I knew she
wanted to be alone, but I wanted to diffuse her efforts
to lead me to chase her and "torture" her, which is
what she was TRYING to achieve.  Once we were in her
room and I was helping her with the task, she was
flushed, breathing erratic, short hitching breaths,
obviously aroused and excited.  The air was charged and
electric, and I could feel her anticipation when I made
a movement that brought me near to her.  I helped her
as I promised, and returned downstairs to the adults.
I felt embarrassed, suspected, guilty, although I was a
perfect gentleman.  In light of the situation, I'd say
a gentleman with incredible restraint.  I recall the
first time that she responded very aggressively to me
since she had betrayed me.  We were still very frigid
to each other.  She was over visiting and on this day
she was hanging very near to me.  We were in a room
alone, talking, and we were having a very close moment.
I felt compelled to pull her near me, sitting her on my
knee, so that I could give her a very platonic hug.  I
had no sooner sat her down on my knee than she
repositioned herself onto my lap - proper, pushing
herself intimately into me.  The moment was a bit
awkward.  Since then, she has escalated her aggressive
approach, but also pulled back several times.  I have
just tried to cope with this.  So this is my state.
I would tell you that I am the victim of a vicious
nymphet.  An awkward, harmless, and confused middle
aged man being shamelessly seduced by a pubescent
vixen.  I contemplate telling my significant other, not
for the sake of revenge, but out of fear.  Yet, I have
approached the subject, and she does not seem
interested in entertaining my tale.  I've considered
approaching her mother, who is in my experience a
rational and logical woman.  If she were not, I would
not be a free man, able to write this to you today.  I
don't want to be near this girl, but it cannot be
avoided.  Despite this, I cannot drive her from my
mind.  She taunts me in my dreams, and only worse is
when she taunts me in my waking hours.  I wish I had
the time or the energy to write a detailed account of
every attempt, every nuance of her behaviour, over the
last several months, to illustrate just how intense her
advances have been.  And for those such as us, this
behaviour that would seem to be heaven sent, is instead
the slowest and most painful torture born of hell.

So I find myself paralysed, the skeleton choking on a
crust of bread.  I feel ever more certain that my
desires are wrong, that I have passed the age where
even the fantasy could be entertained.  I'm feeling all
sort of doubts about my ability to be a good father.
I'm uncertain about my ability to continue to provide
for my family.  My ability to write has declined, I am
struggling with the words while writing this.  I feel
unravelled.  I am not consumed with guilt, though.  I
do not have regrets of this sort.  And I have said this
before, but it is becoming more evident, my Siren is
growing up.  It is already too late, I must force
myself never to trust her with my fate again.  Yet the
older she gets, the less desirable she seems, the more
she seems to push.  I wonder just how long that will
last, how far she'll push, and I worry.  The fact that
she obviously has a great deal of internal conflict
over her desire and what she thinks is right drives me
nuts, too.  I can't even tell her that what she thinks
is "right" is absolutely all wrong, and part of what is
causing her to act like such a neurotic psycho.  This
isn't my fault, at this point, I am certain of that.
By the time she has enough self-confidence to act on
what she WANTS as opposed to what she believes she must
do, I may find it all to easy to reject her.  A bitter
kind of final revenge, after the hell she has
(unwittingly?)  put me through.  Ah yes, in my
disarray I forgot an important note.  The fundamental
thing that bothers me the most is that when she devils
me and goads me into rough-housing with her, the
pretense is all surrounding "meanness".  I'm not sure
how to describe this, but, it is ok, acceptable, if I
touch her breasts, or her ass, or even her pussy, if it
is while we are wrestling.  In her mind, anyhow.  She
encourages this behaviour, moves my hands.  I try to
avoid this, but she is persistent.  She is mean to me,
insults me, throws stuff at me, otherwise lets me know
that she wants to "play".  In return, I can ignore her,
reject her advances, or I can give in, and grab her,
tickle her, rough-house with her.  The thing is, she
wants more, more than what is acceptable.  And it is
hell for me, finding her balance, where she is
comfortable with without exceeding that limit.  If I
fall short, it hurts her, I've seen that.  What a
horrible thing about society.  If I am "violating" her
in a mean way, a teasing way, giving her a "wedgie",
for example, or spanking her, or snapping her bra, this
is ok.  If on the other hand, I am tender, sincere, and
loving, it is wrong, evil, bad and shameful.  All this
writing, it all leads up to this last paragraph.  That
is what has me so depressed, so frustrated, so certain
that I will live a tortured life, suppressing my
desires not because they are wrong, but because society
makes them so dangerous.  Dangerous to others perhaps,
but dangerous to myself, for certain.  That really
strikes me as living less than a half a life, despite
all the goals I have achieved.  What a dismal way to
live.

--

Lloyd, it is a rough life ahead of you, my boy.  Sorry
you had to wake up and find yourself one of us.  I have
been reading you, though - although these days, even
reading seems scary.

'Humbert II, a new one':
------------------------------------------------------------




'?':
------------------------------------------------------------

To everyone in the group:

Without wanting to get into any party-political
flame-war, who should we American GLs vote for?  Is
Gore the best we can do?  Or how about the Libertarian
candidate?  Perhaps in the future we should all support
the Libertarian Party, as the one most devoted to
freedom?

What do you all think?

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------------




-------------------------------------------------------------

Recently the English edition of the novel "Confirmation"
was mentioned here.  Here is the complete citation:

NAME(S): Segre, Gianni  (forward-slash accent on the end "e")

TITLE(S):  Confirmation. Translated from the French by A.M.
Sheridan Smith

PUBLISHER:  [London] A. Blond [1971]

DESCRIPTION:  190 pages.

NUMBERS:  ISBN:  0218511493
-------------------------------------------------------------



--
ASGL-L

